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LETTER 


Mr. Robe. Burſcough, 


| Was > & 


Anſwer to his Diſcourſe ſp” 
SCHISM. 


Reverend Str, 


- HE Diſcourſe, which under a Pretence 
of Charity to our Souls, you lately ad- 
dreſſed to Us, who conform'd before the 
| Toleration, and have ſince withdrawn our ſelves from 
the Communion of the Church of England; We 
think our ſelves oblig'd, for our own Vindication, 
and the better information of ſuch,, as have ill 
Thovghts of us on that Account, to acquaint you 
what Entertainment it finds with moſt of us, and 
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| for what Reaſons we can make it no better Wel- 


come. 


Your Introduftion addreſſes us with a Declara- 
tion. of a glorions Deſign you have to do us 
all the good you are able z and thereupon think 
it very reaſonable to deſire our impartial and can- 
did peruſal of what you offer us in order to that good 
End ; tho', as you ſay , it be more than you can 
expett from thoſe among#t us, whom your Charity 
judges as byaſs'd with Prejudice , falſe Zeal and 
worldly Intereſt : But of all others you aſſure your 
ſelf of contributing ſomething to their Satisfattion. 
And that they are not like to meet with any 
thing from you that may give any juſt Cauſe of 
Offence; yea nothing but what proceeds from 
a Spirit of Charity, But of what ſort this your 
Spirit of Charity is, and how well it agrees in its 
Vertues, with that of the Apoſtle*s, 1 Cor. 13. 
and how eminently it hath appear'd throughout 
your following Diſcourſe, every one that reads 
it may eaſily diſcern. This Spirie of Charity is 


- doubtleſs ſome rare Arcanum , a highly refin'd 


volatile Thing ; ſome fiery TinQure, which a- 
grees not with every Conſtitution, but prepar'd 
with a peculiar Art, as a Cordial for one fort 
of the Cholerick Church of England Men, with 
whoſe bilious Blood it agrees by Sympathy. And 
as for your meek Endeavonrs herein, you hope 
that what wſe ſoever may be made of them by ſome 
Men, yet that God will graciouſly accept them, Sir, 
What Acceptance they find with God yon will 
better underſtand in the Day that you mult give 
your Accounts to Him 3; bnt what Reaſon we 
have to accept them, you and others, that will, 

may 
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may fee by that time yon are come to the other 
end of theſe Pages. This Oſtentation of the 
Meekneſs of your Spirit, and the Charity of your 
Deſign to reduce us to the Trath, and to the way 
of our Duty, is the Sum of your /ntroduftion, be- 
ſides an invidious Fling at parting, which we may 
not paſs by without ſome Animadverlion. 

You ſay, Tour Buſineſs at preſent is chiefly with 
Us, who think we may lawfully conform with you, 
and yet have deſerted your Communion ; a thing 
indeed which is very agreeable to Fleſh and Blood, 
and which may make ſeveral Turns of Aﬀairs more 
eaſie to Us ; but wiſe and good Men would ſuſpet 
an Opinion and Prattice, which are ſo much on the 
ſide of the World. 

Sir, This is the firſt Specimen of that ſingular 
Charity you have for us ; the plainer TSS of 
which is this; That unleſs we will folly Con- 
form to you, and for ever abandon thoſe Mini- 
ſters of Chriſt whom we now hear (tho' we have 
ſo much Charity for you, as not to cenſure Tox 
as you cenſure Vs) it is not fit that we ſhould 
be employ'd in any Office in Church or State, 
and in effe&, that none ſhould Buy or Sell or Live, 
but ſuch as have received your Mark. You know 
what effeQual Proviſion you have made for this 
(as far as the Times would bear) by your Sa- 
cramental Teſt, whereby many Perſons of good 
Figure and Charatter have been precluded from 
Publick Service ; whoſe Conſciences have been too 
tender to ſurmount that Difficulty, and which 
perhaps. the Government hath no great reaſon 
to be fond of. But now, to deliver our. Bre- 
thren, who better underſtand their Liberty it 
the Goſpel, from this end of your Spear, where- 
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agg you ſtrike at them 5 we have this to. of- 

r. 
I, We do not think it utterly. uglawful, or 
abſolutely Sinful to Communicate occaſionally 
with the Church of England, at leaſt in a Lay- 
communion; we have a more Catholick Chari- 
ty, than ſo to judge of it ; tho* we know it to 
be a very Faulty, yet we take it to be a True 
Church of Chriſt ; and are ready to teſtify (as 
need requires) our general Communion with it, 
as a Part with us of the ſame univerſal Body, 
tho' weenter not into a ſtated Communion wich 


' it, under thoſe unjuſtifyable Terms, on which - 


It is offer'd us. 

Il. It is every Man's bounden Dy to ſerve 
God and his Country , as alſo to provide for 
Himſelf and his own Family, with all thoſe in- 
telleQtual and corporal Abilities, wherewith God 
hath dleſt him, according as there are Occaſions 
and-Calls to it ; therefore nothing that is tolera- 
ble, and not plainly ſinful, tho? burdenſom and 
nacligible, ought to reſtrain us from the Ser- 
vice of God or Man, which we are fitted for, and 
called to. For who knows of what conſequence 
tl:z Service of ſuch may be, eſpecially in a pub- 
lick Pot, to the preſcrvation of Religion and 
Property, or to the ſupport and eſtabliſhment 
of the Government ? Which are Conſiderations 
ſufficient to preponderate all colerable Inconve- 
niencies. 

111. That it may appear we are not atted here- 
in, merely by the Principles of Humaze Policy, 
. or Self- Ends; we have the Example of the great 

Apoſtle of the Gemiles to warrant our Prattice. 


You may {ze what his Opinion was of the Jew- 
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;ſþ Rites and Ceremonies, and how zealouſly he 
had, in ſeveral of his Epiſtles, declar'd againſt 
them, as weak and beggarly Elements, and enſlav-. 
ing Things, Gal. 4+ 9. Antichriſtian, Ch. 5. 2. 
Inconſiſtent with the Liberty of the Goſpel, ver. 1. 
Another Goſpel, than that. which he bad Preached 
unto em, Ch. 1.6,7, 8: And pronounces Ara- 
thema. on. them.that. had troabled 'em with it, 
ver. 9. - Beſides what, he writes in ſome other 
Epiſtles to the ſyme, purpoſe. This is more 
than ever we. heard. frow any Nonconformilt 
againſt the Ceremonies of the Church of Eng- 
gland ; and yet:for all this, the Wile agd Holy 
Panl, to avoid the offending his weak: Brethren, 


 would' not ſcruple, for ence, -to; Circumciſe Ti- 


moby, A&: 16.3. Atanother. time, toſbave his 
Head, and obſerve.the Fewsſh Rites of 4 Religious 
Vow, Ch. 18; 18. And atanother-time,..to0 ſave 
himſelf from the Rage of a Company of Bigots at, 
Feruſalem, appear'd there as a Nazargte, with all 
the Formalities the Law required in that. Caſe, 
Ch. 21. 24+ This he could do occaſionally, ac 
cording to the Liberty he had in Chriſt, which 
he was careful to preſerve, and not to be brought 
under the Power of theſe Things, which is con-= 
trary to the Nature and free State of the Gol- 
pel. And having this apoſtolical Precedent, our 
Conſciences are at eaſe in this Matter. Yet, 

IV. If there be any that have made theſe ex- 
ternal Compliances, renuente Conſcientia, or but 
with a doubting Conſcjence:z let them look to 
it, and repent of their Sin, :for wharſcever is not 
of Faith, $s Sin, But to paSthis Cenſure on any, 
without clear Evidence, is far from that Charity, 
which thinketh no Fvil. | 
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Your firſt Sef07 is but Preliminary to what 
you pretend to be more Argumentative ; wherein 
you tell ns, that the Church of Chriſt, being bur 
One, and that, #2 the higheſt and ſtrifteſt manner of 
Union that is poſſible for a Society of Men ; all the 
Queſtion will be, wherein this Union does conſiſt, or 
in what things it ought to be maintain'd ? To this you 
anſwer, That all Chriſtians ought to be united, 1. in 
Faith, 2. in Love, 3. in outward Worſhip and Com- 
munion, On the Two former you rouch lightly, 
becanſe you perceive, that the ſtreſs of the Que- 
 Nion lies on the Third. So that tho' We Diſ- 
 fenters be One with you in Faith and Love, which 
(whateyer you think) we have alwaies taken to 
be the main fundamental Principles of our Chri- 
ſtianity, and the ſtrongeſt Nerves of our Chri- 
ftian Union, and all thar is (as abſolntely neceſ- 
fary) requir*d of us, 2 Tim. 1. 13. Gal. 5. 6. 
Philem, ver. 5, Yet we muſt, by the Rules of 
your Charity, be all Damn'd, if wedare to diſ- 
ſent from you, in any of your outward AQts and 
Modes of Worſhip and Communion. Here you 
run on a large and learned Harangue on the ex- 
cellency and neceſſity of Charch-Concord in the 
external Forms of Worſhip and Diſcipline; as 
if a few variable, unſcriptural, and confeſſedly 
indifterent Ceremonies, were the only true Ce- 
ment and Badge of Chriſtian Union ; and with- 
out which, *tis 1mpoſſible (as 4 viſible _ ) to ap- 
pear in the Eye of the World, as One. And for this 


you think you very pertinently quote both Scrip- 
xures and the Fathers. Now as to what you 
fay as to the neceſlity of Union in Eſſentials, we 
are ready to fay with you _ and take Communi- 
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on in Externalls and Circumſtantialls (where it 
may be had without Sin) to be, on ſeveral Ac- 
counts, as deſirable as you can repreſent it to 
be. But when you ſay that Faith and Love, being 
inviſible Principles, are not capable of being a pub- 
lick Badge of the Chriſtian Profeſſion, And Argue 
from thence, chat *ris only Uniformity in the exter- 
nal Rites and Ceremonies of Worſhip, that evidences 
the Oneneſs of Faith and Aﬀettion ; as if Faith and 
Love had no other way to expreſs their Efficacy 
and Sincerity, but thisz you do not only tra- 
dnce thoſe Divine Principles, but ſhamefully ex- 
poſe the Church, of which you are ſo very ten- 
der. For ſhould it be ſaid, that no one would 
ever believe the Members of the Church of Eng- 
land, to beany of Chriſt*s Diſciples, did they not 
ſee them ſo Zealous for the Ceremonies of their 
Church, . how little would this be for the Cre- 
dit of their Chriſtianity ? And indeed this is 


 lamentably too true of very many, not only 


of the common Members, but of the Teachers 
and Leaders of the Church, that have little elſe 
to diſtinguiſh them from Heathens, or to per- 
ſwade a belief of their Chriſtianity, but an emp- 
ty Name, and a blind Zeal for what they call 

the Church, | 
That the Church Univerſal is One, and, in 
ſome reſpefts may be ſaid to be one viſible Soci- 
ety, and Political Body, we readily grant, ſo 
that the Unicy be made to conſiſt only in -what 
is Eſſential to it; eiſe we muſt inevitably cut the 
Catholick Church in Pieces, according to the va- 
riety and differences of the external Rites and 
Communions of the many particular Churches, 
of which the whole is -conjitituted. And when 
wy 
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we have done fo, where ſhall we find that Oracle 


that hall infallibly determineand aſſure us, which 
of all theſe Parts , is that which we ought to 
own, and to -Communicate with, as the Church 
of Chriſt, in which alone Salyation is to be had ? 
Muſt you be the Oracle ? May not others claim 
it as well as you ? Or will you ſend us to Rome 
io bedetermin'd ? Yet this is that you {o cha- 
ritably dire&t us to, and are ſo ſtrenuouſly con- 
tending for. If then the Rending of the Church 
be Schiſm, let all the unprejudiced part -of the 
World judge, who are the Schiſmaticks, You, or 
We. We are ready to Communicate with you 
ja all that is Efentia! tro the Charch of Chriſt, 
and profeſs our ſelves to be fo far One with you ; 
but becauſe we diſlent from you in ſome Circum- 
ſtantials of your own deviſing, which God hath 
no where requir'd of us, and which are juſtly 
Offenſive to the Conſciences of very many of the 
Faithful; yer, which you make the indiſpenſable 
Conaitions of Communion with you ; therefore 
we muſt be cut off and caſt out, as no parts of the 
Catholick Church of Chriſt. Is not this to cut 
the Church in Pieces? and the 7% wegrmeisrur of 
a Schiſmatic2l Church ? 

The Catholick Church of Chriſt indeed is Oze ; 
therefore he that is duly admitted, as a Mem- 
ber, in any one true part, or particular Con- 
gregation of this Church, has a right of Com- 
municating, in al] ; and he that is juſtly Excom- 
municated out of one, is cut off from all ; be- 
cauſe all are but the integrating Parts of one and 
the ſame Body, But then they can be one, only 
in thoſe things, which are eſſentially common to 
all, and not in thoſe peculiar Forms, or acciden- 
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tal Differences, which axe, one way or other; 
become proper to 'em, as particular Parts. Will 
you cut off the Foot, as: no. part of the Body, 
becauſe it differs in Form from the Hand ? Are 
you offended with your Noſe, becauſe it-is not, 
in Figure, like your Ear ? When you have diſ- 
member'd all the Diſlimilar Parts, : what a .come- 
ly, uſeful, pniform JT'runk will you have lefe ? 
Yet this is what you are:Pleading for 3 Where 
then is your Cherity ? Or your Policy } . You ſay, 
You ſee-vot what juſt Cauſe: there can be, that they 
ſbould be divided.in Worſbip, who are utited in Faith ;; 
And we ſay ſo too.. But why then have you 
thus divided us from you ? Whoſe Fault is it that 
we do got Worſhip God together, but yours, 
that will not ſoffer it, but on ſuch Terms as we 
cangot without Sin ſubmit to; : and which you 
have devis'd and impos'd,. with a deſign to keep 
ſo many of us out of your Communion ? 

That the Church is a Regwlar Society, we grant, 
A Body fitly joyn'd together, conſiſting of many Mem- 
bers, of which all have not the ſame Office, as you 
quote it from the Apoſtle. Neither have all the 
ſame External Form, pr manner of Operation in the 
Service of the Body. Order is to be preſerv'd in 
the Church; but how ſhall we agree what, and 
whole Order it ſhall be ? Let us ask you ſoberly 
Is there no true Church in the World but yours ? 
if there be, may not every one of theſe Churches, 
which differ from you, and from one another, as 
much as we, magnify their own Order as a Law 
ta all the Reſt, as you now do? And then tell 
us, whether it be Order or Confuſion that theſe 
Poſitions lead to; or whether this be not the 
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way to ſet all the Chriſtian World by the 

Ears. / 
Here yon complain that Her are generally 
averſe from enduring any thing of Subjetion ; to 
which we may add, and altogether as prone to 
Dominecring and Impoling. Now the Obedience, 
which i: preſcrib*d in the Texts of Scripture, which 
you bave cited, you ſay, 5s t0 be paid by the Faith- 
ful to thoſe that are over them in the Lord : But by 
the whole tenour of your Diſcourſe, you plain- 
ly infinuate, that the Wiſdom (which is in effe&t 
the ſame with the Will) of thoſe that have ob- 
tain'd the Government of the Church, muſt be 
the Rule to all their Inferiours. And by their 
being over them in the Lord, you give us to un- 
derſtand nothing elſe but their Power de fa#o 
in the Church, where they fit in Afoſes's Chair, 
as the Repreſentatives of Chriſt in Government ; 
fo that they mult be obey'd, without asking any 
Queſtion for Conſcience ſake. But for our parts, 
we underſtand not how we can be ſecur'd 
againſt the danger of Church-Tyranny and Su- 
perſtition ; if thoſe Words of the Apoſtle, 1 
Thef. 5. 12. $v weiw in the Lord, do not import 
the Bounds of our Obedience, as well as the 
general Matter of it, and Motive to it. Church- 
Rulers may be forward to Labour, and to Ad- 
moniſh roo, bur if it be nor in the Lord, and 
according tothe Lord, woe be to them that are 
guided and influenc'd by 'em. But let the Apo- 
ſtle*'s Exhortation be taken in the true intent and 
meaning of it, and we will be as forward to obey 
as you. There's nothing in the World that we 
covet more, than to ſee ſuch Biſhops and Pa- 
ſtors in the Church of England, as the Apoſtle ex- 
horty 
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| horts us to obey in the Lord, that .is (without 


any perſonal Reflection) ſach as require nothing 
of us, bat what the Lord requires, that the 
World might ſee, how much we would diſdain 
to be out-done by any, but Flatterers and Sy- 
cophants, in our Love and Obedience to 'ern. 

W hart you ſay of the Oneneſs of Church-Go- 
vernment, and of the People that are under. it, 
we agree to, if yon vill but ſtand ro your own 
DiſtinQtions; That what you ſay of both is to be 
underſtood of them, ſo far as they agree to Chrift*s In= 
ftitution. And if Chriſt be not divided, neither are 
they. They are not divided, 1 mean, ſo far as they 
att according to bis Will, and the Rules of their Or- 
der. If by theſe Rules, you mean the Sacred 
Rules, which Chriſt hath given them, and not 
the Arbritary Rules which they give us, We mean 
ſo too. That the faithful People under their lawful 
Paſtors (we hope you mean Lawful, by the Law 
of Chriſt, and not cnly by the Law of Man) make 
up one Body : This, you ſay, « evident, from their 
Duty ; and from their Rights. 

From their Duty, you plead, (t.) They are 0- 
blig'd to Honour and Obey their Spiritual Rulers. Ay, 
Sir, In the Lord, and according to the Lord, 
(2.) It « their Duty to joyn together in publick Atts | 
of Worſhip, with that Company of Chriſtians, which 
they find Eſtabliſhed (and 1n ſome Caſes, tho on- 
ly tollerated, yea, tho? Perſecuted) under a lawful 
Paſtor, where they reſide. This we acknowledge 
Is their Doty, where they may do it without Sin. 

From their Rights, which are the ſame every 
where; you Argue, That this Union is founded on 
« Drowe Inſtitution, and the Baptiſmal Covenant, 


in which they are all alike engag'd, and not on a for- 
mal 
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mal poſitive League among ft themſelves. No, Sir, 
nor on any thing that is merely Humane, or of 
an /ndifferent, much lefs a doubtful Nature, where- 
in the Subſtance or Effentials of Chriſtianity do 
not conſiſt. - 

What you obje& againſt the Independent Con- 
gregational way, or any others of the ſame Pra- 
Qice and Perſuaſion in this Point, we take not 
our ſelves to be concern'd in, unleſs you miſtake 
vs all for ſuch who have not that Dependance on, 
and Communion with you, which you are Quar- 
relling with us for. 

Having been at great Labour to prove, what 
none of Us, nor perhaps any one elſe, that is calPd 
Chriſtian, ever deny'd, viz. That the univerſal 
Church is One Body ; you make your Application 
of this profound Dodrin, by way of Encourage- 
ment to your ſelves, and draw a moſt delightful 
Contemplation from it, That it is now the ſame Body 
| that it was from the beginning. The ſame indeed 
is every true Church of Chriſt, as it was from 
the beginning, that is, in all things that are abſo- 
lately neceſſary to Salvation; but we would 
gladly underftand where that pure Churca is 
now to be found, which hath not ar all deviated, 
or degenerated from what the Church of Chriſt 
was in the beginning. ?Tis true, every true 
Church of Chriſt now in the World is deriv'd, 
by Succeſſion, from Chriſt and his Apoſtles ; bur 
dares the Church of England ſay, that it is now the. 
very ſame in all it's Circumſtantials and exter- 
nal Modes and Forms of Worſhip, Diſcipline and 
Ceremonies with thoſe of the Apoſtles own 
Planting ? Where do you read your apoſtolical 
Rules, or Precedents for any of thoſe bs 4 
whic 


C15) 
which you ſo Zealouſly. PraQtiſe, and fe arbitra- 
rily impoſe on us, as the Terms of our Commyu- 
nion with you, and which are. the only Matters 
in debate between us ? Yet you would have the 
World believe, that without our full Conformi- 
ty to theſe Things, 'and our Communion with 
you in *em,, we cannot. be. oze Body with the Uni- 
verſal Church, nor in Communion with the Apo- 
files. Nor is thisall ; but*that canſequently we 
are out of Communion with the Father and the 
Son, and ſo are in a ſtate of Infidelity and Dam- 
nation. Have we not herein a ſpecial Inſtance 
and Evidence of your Catholick Charity, jult like 
theirs of the Church of Rome, who call thoſe on- 
ly Chriſtians, that are of their own Communion ? 
Let us be ever ſo Orthodox in all the Articles of 
the Chriſtian Faith z ever fo right as to: the Ob- 
jet of our Religious Worſhip, or Reverent and 
Devout in the As of it 3 ever ſo Sober, Juſt and 
Righteous in our Converſation ;, or ever ſo wil- 
Ing to walk in Communion with you, as far as 
we may do it without Sinning againſt God and 
our own Souls: Yet for want of Conformity to 
you, in all thoſe unneceflary Things which you 
would impoſe on us, we muſt becut off from 
Chriſt, and left ro Periſh with the Heathen 
World. But if we will tamely put our Necks 
under your Yoke, and proſtitute our Conſciences 
to your Authority, and. adventure our Allto Eter- 
nity on the ſafe ConduQt of your. Direftioa and 
 BenediQtion, let us be ever fgignoragt of the Ar- 
ticles or Nature of .the Faithwe profeſs, or ever 
ſo.Scandalous:in our-Lives, yet if we Live and Die 
in your Communian,.. .you «will on, our Death- 
Beds bring - us. the Sacrament of the Bady od” 
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Blood of onr Saviour, which you will pretend to 

_Conſecrate to us, and fo Abſolve us, and tel} ns 
we are ſafe for the other World. May we not 
tell a Popiſh Prieſt rfow, AMutato nomine, dere Fa- 
bula Narratur ? 

And now Sir, having taken this brief View of 
your firſt Seo, wherein had we followed you 
Line by Liae, in every thing that might have of- 
fer'd us a juſt Remark, it would have carried us 
too far beyond the due Bounds of a Letter. 
Wherefore, for brevity ſake, we will now 
ſumm up the Argument of it in this categorical 
Form. 

The Univerſal Church of Chriſt is One Body, 

But the Church of England, and thoſe of the 

Diſſenters are Two, Erg. 

Diſſenters are not of the Church of Chriſt. 
Or which may be concluded altogether as 
Logically, Erg. Either the Church of Eng- 
land, or the Diſſenters are not the Church 
of Chrilt. 

Both of theſe are alike true. In what Univer- 
ſity learn'd you this Logick ? Or by what Pre- 
rence can you hope to hide the ſhame of ſo ſtar- 
ing a Fallacy ? : 


That we have not wrong'd you in the Syllo- 
giſm, we have drawn npon your firſt Sefton, 
appears by your own Inferences in your Second ; 
where yon conclude, That a Breach of Union in 
any of theſe Things, wiz. Not only in Faith and 
Love, but in External Communion, and particular- 
ly, with the Church of England, in its preſent 
State, and in all irs Rites and Ceremonies, which 
is the main thing in diſpute betwixt us, where- 

ever 
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ever the Fault is, (as you expreſs it with very 
good caution) mult needs be Sinful, z. e. ſo Sin- 
ful, as (according to your Hypotheſis) cuts a 
Perſon off from all ſaving Communion with the 
- Church of Chriſt. 

Now this Inference, ſo generally, yet cau- 
tiouſly ſtated, you begin very Orthodoxly tn 
-wpx: in your next Paragraphs, where you 
dY'y 
I. That if there be but one Faith deliver*d to the 
Saints, for which they muſt earneſtly contend, they 
grievouſly offend who add new Articles to it , or take 
away from it ſuch as are already reveal'd, or cther- 
wiſe deprave it by a mixthre of Falſhood. And ſo 
far as they do ſo, we ought to depart from them, and 
not betray or deny the Truth in complyance with them, 
Sir, We fincerely thank yop for this, and wiſh 
that we may always find you fixt on this good 
Principle. This is all that We and our Teach- 
ers have been ſo long wreſtling and waiting on 
the Church of England for. Grant us but this, 
and then there will need but one thing more (be- 
ſides the Grace of God, ) to reconcile and nnite 
vs. If we unite with you in all that the Word 
of God requires.us to unite in, the Fault will 
not be Ozrs, if we depart ard ſeparate from 
you in thoſe Articles, which are not of the 
Faith that was once d:ljvered to the Saints, or in 
thoſe Afts of Worſhip and eutward Communion, 
which we have no Warrant in the Scriptures 
for, but general Cantions againſt 5 rhen onr 
Separation will not (by. this Principle of” Yours) 
be damn'd by you as Schiſmatical, but muſe be 

acknowledged (as we verily believe it) to be 
a part of our bounden Dnty. And when you 
B ſpeak 
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ſpeak with ſo much keenneſs againſt our Diviſt- 
on and Separation from you, do Us and the Cauſe 
but ſo much right, as to prefix the Word 
Canſeleſs, and you will find us ready to ſay (as 
to the Theory of your Doarin) much the ſame 
as you do. All that you quote out of the Scrip- 
tures, or out of your Saints, or any other more 


modern Authors of your own, or of our Per- 7} 


ſuaſion, againſt Schiſm,, is nothing at all to us, 
naleſs you firſt prove our Separation to be Cayſe- 
leſs, and conſequently Schiſmatical. 

Now in order to this, you undertake, 


1. To ſhew us what the Nature of Schiſm 5s. 


2. What Grounds you have to apprehend that 
we are deeply concern'd in it. 


3. You examine the Arguments that have been 
offer d on our part, to excuſe us from the guile 


of it. | 
4+ Tou repreſent to us the ſad Conſequence of 
it, 


According to this Method we ſhall now endea- 
vour to follow you. | 

I. You ſay, That Schiſm, in the Notion of it 
that we are now upon, is a cauſeleſs Breach of out- 
ward Eccleſiaſtical Communion, By this Limitati- 
on of your Definition, whereby yon warily ex- 
plain your ſelf, you give ns to underſtand, that 
what your Diſcourſe is ſo hotly affected with , 
is not the Whole, but only a Branch of Schiſm, 
and indeed one of the leaſt and remoteſt Branches 


of Þ 
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of it ; yet which, if Can/ele/s, we will grant it 
to your Definition, to be Schs/marical. And we 
again thank your Ingenuity in inſerting the 
Word Caxſelſs, by which Specifick Difference 
of your Genius, you leave us to conclade, that 
there is a Breach of outward Eccleſiaſtical Com- 
munion, which is not Cauſeleſs, but Neceſſary ; 
and if we can prove this to be our Caſe, then 
are you bound, by your own Definition, to Ab- 
ſolve us of that Guilt, with which we ſtand 
charg'd by»you. 

This Schiſm, you ſay, is ſometimes within 4 
Church, ſometimes from a Church, ſometimes ſets 
up oppoſite Churches and Officers. All which, if the 
Separation be Cauſeleſs, muſt needs carry the 
.Schiſm to higher degrees of Guilt ; And much 
more, when it conſtitutes Paſtors without any 
lawful Authority, or Ordination. So that in all 
this we are like to agree in Notion, till it comes 
to be try'd, whether the Separation, with which 
we are charg'd, be Cauſ«leſs or no; and whe- 
ther our Paftors be conſtituted withoug any law- 
ful Authority or Or dination. | 

But before we come to the Examination of this 
part of the Queſtien, wherein the main ſtreſs * 
of all lies, we are diverted by what you ſay, 
you need not enter upon, viz. The Debate, Whether 
Epiſcopal Ordination, and Baptiſm confer din Schiſm 
be valid ? And yet you fo far enter upon it 
(whether you had need to doit or no) as to re- 
ſolve it in the Negative. Now we hope that 
you would have us to underſtand Schiſm here, 
in the.ſame Notion of it, as you give it us in 
your Definition, viz. A cauſcleſs Breach of out- 
thard Eccleſiaſtical! Commpnion, tho? in all other 
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reſpeas, wherein the Eſſentials of the Chriſtian 
Faith and Profeſſion do conſiſt, there be no 
Schiſm, but a good Agreement both with the 
Holy Scriptures, and with the Catholick Church ; 
and that all Ordinances adminiſter'd by ſuch as 
are under the guilt of this piece of Schiſm, are 
null, yon conclnade from the Notion you have 
conceiv'd of Cathslick Unity ; which new-found 
Notion of yours you ſtrongly fancy is grounded 
on the Scriptures you have before quoted (7. e. as 
you underſtand and apply them to the Service of 
your Hypotheſi:) and on the Fnudgment and Prattice 
of the Faithful in the pureſk Apes (alias the moſt 
Popiſh Ages;) ſo that you preſume your Inference 
is clear.z That all thoſe who have ſeparated with- 
out juſt Cauſe from the outward Communion of 
that Church, with which they onght, (or with 
which you will ſay they ought) to hold Commy- 
nion, and ſo perſiſting in that Separation, tho” 
otherwiſe never ſo Orthodox, or Holy, have 
hereby ſo cut themſelves off from the Body of 
the Univerſal Church, that they can do nothing, 
that can qualify themſelves or others for Com- 
munion with it. So that by this your Rule of 
Catholick Unity in outward Communion, all thoſe 
Perſons and Churches, that herein agree not with 
you, are not of the Body, nor united to the Head, 
and then muſt neceſlarily be in a ſtate of Dam- 
nation. Woe be then to all thoſe poor Churches 
that are to your Conſtitution, and way of Go- 
vernment and Worſhip Strangers. But, by the 
way, give us leave to ask you, How it comes 
ro paſs, that Baptiſm: and Ordination received in 
the Church of Rome, are accounted valid in your 


Church of England, and yet Oraination in any 
Pro- 
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Proteſtant Church, that's not of your Conſtituti- 
on, accounted Null ? Or, for what politick 
Reaſon is their Baptiſm allowed, and their Ordi- 
ation only Condemn'd ? Is it becauſe the Church 
of Rome never ſeparated from you, nor you from 
it, as all the other Proteſtant Churches have done ? 
Who muſt therefore be all abandon'd by you, 
as Harlots that deſerve to be ſton'd, while Rome 
ts own'd for your Siſter, or your Mother, and 
of the ſame Carholick Body with you? Either 
own the Relation, or renounce the Title of Pro- 
reſtant. | 

Will you fay that theſe Churches were never 
in Communion witk you, and therefore did not 
go out from you? Suppoſe this'were true of 
the main Body of them, that they were never 
in particular outward Communion with the Church 
of Enoland, tho? before the Reformation they 
were in the ſame Church with you ; and many 
of thoſe, and of their Children, who were once 
aually in particular Communion with you, went 
out from yon, -on the ſame Account as we do; 
yet, ſuppoling it otherwiſe, How little will this 


. help Them more than Us, as to the Oneneſs cf 


the outward Communion of the univerſal Church, 
in the Senſe that you take it, and urge it on Vs ? 
And now that we are upon Enquiries with 
you ; Pray be not offended if we ask you once 
more. What thiak yoa of our firſt Proteſtant Re- 
formers ? Before they aQually ſeparated from 
the Church of Rome, were they not Members of 
that Church, and in outward Communion with it 
If not, how could they be ſaid to ſeparate from 
it ? But if they were; let usask you again ; was 
that Church of which they were then Members, 
B 3 | z 
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a true Church of Chriſt, or not? If not, then 
that Church, and all the Members of it, was not 
united to the Head, and conſequently was no 
Church, nor, by your Rule of Catholick Unity, 
could do any thing, to qualify themſelves, or 
others for Communion with any part of the Ca- 
tholick Church; and from whom then did your 


Church of England, or any of the Reformed, de-_ 


rive their Succeſſion and Authority, from the 
Apoſtles ? But if it was a true Church, how 


could they, according to your Notion of Catho- 


lick Unity, ſeparate from it, without involving 
themſelves in the guilt of Schi/ſm, with which 
you now charge us? May we not hence conclude, 
that to ſeparate from a true Church of Chriſt, 
that retains the Eſſentials of a Church, is not al- 
ways Schiſmatical, nor a Solution of Catholick 
Unity. Will yon tell us, that theſe had a War- 
rant, by a Call from Heaven, to juſtify their 
Separation? Rev, 18. 4. 2 Cor, 6- 17. But on what 
Reaſon was this Call grounded ? Come ont of her 
my People, that ye be not Partakers of her Sins. 
And doth not the ſame Call reach Us, as far as 
the Reaſon is the ſame? Tho? the Sins of the 
Church of Rome were greater than thoſe of the 
preſent Church of England, yet what is Sin, is 
Sin ſtill, and will, by your own Conceſlions, 
ſo far juſtify our Separation; and on no other 
Account do we delire or pretend to juſtify 
It. 


The Separatiſts condemn'd in Scripture; and. 


with whom you wonld fort Vs, and ſo repreſent 
us to the World, were Men of very 54 Charaer, 
as to their Morals; Perſons given up to Sen- 
ſuality , walking after their own ungodly Luſts ; 
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tho? veild under a Form of Religion, yet by their 


- corrupt Lives, they were viſibly to be diſcern'd. 


Now let the impartial part of the World judge 
whether this be ſo much our Charafter, as the 
o_—_— of thoſe, by whom we are thus Cen- 
ſur'd. 

That the Fathers and Biſhops of the firſt 
Apes were very jealous of the Union of their 
Churches, and an intire Obedience to their 
Eccleſiaſtical Rulers; very Paſlionately, and 
ſometimes Hyperbolically declaiming againſt Se- 
paration, or ſetting up Paſtors without the Ap- 
probation of their own Biſhops, is not to be de- 
nyed; and for which they had ſome prudential 
Reaſons. The Chriſtian Ghurch was then in 
its Infancy, and therefore requir'd a ſtricter 
Hand of Government over it, for the preſerva- 
tion of [its Unity in Communion 3 the Faithful 
were not ſo well ſettlYd , and experienced in 
their Way; their Dangers were -many ways eXx- 
traordinary, not only from the Heathen Per- 
ſecators, but from the Fewiſh Bigots, which 
were in ſo many Places diſpersd among them, 
and had fo troubleſome and enſnaring an Influ- 
ence on the young Gentile Converts. Beſides the 
many falſe and ſeditious Teachers, which the 
Devil had Sown, as his Tares, almoſt every 
where among them ; the Orthodox Presbyters 
too few, and generally too weak to deal with 
ſo many, ſo potent, and fo ſubtil Enemies, 
or to be entruſted with the Condu&t of the 
Church, without the Counſel and DireQion of 
its prime Guides and Governours : Beſides, the 
Honour and SatisfaQtion of Sovereign Rule and 
DiZtatorſhip is what was ever very pleaſing to 
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Nature, So that all theſe things conſider'd, we 

have no reaſon to wonder at the Heat of their 
Spirits in this Caſe. And indeed the Chureti had 
then very great Reaſon to bleſs God for this 
their Zeal, and moſt religiouſly to obferve-them 
in it, eſpecially while they had no cauſe to diſ- 
ſent, or divide themſelves on the account of any 
Herefies they Taught them, or any diſputable 
unſcriptnaral Impoſitions, that were required as 
the Conditions of their Commnnion with them. 
There were no ſuch Things exaQted of Them, as 
haye bzen of Us and our Teachers, which made 
their Obedience eaſy and indiſputable. And you 
may obſerve that the great Reaſon of their Care 
to preſerve the Unity of the Churches outward” 
Communion, was not to uphold a few unneceſſary 
Ceremonies, but to preſerve the Purity of its 
ſpiritual Worſhip and Doarin, which was in- 
finitely more valnable and conſequential ; a cir- 


cumſtantial variety of the external Forms of 


Church-Adminiſtrations would have done the 
Church no more harm, than the variety which 
we ſee in every Species of the Creation doth do 
them, as long as that wherein the vital Subſtance 
of Religion conſiſts is preſerv'd. 

You having prov*d that a canſeleſs Separation 
from the Church is highly Schiſmarical, wherein 
we do not oppoſe you in the Theorie, but in the 
Application of your Docrin, in which you all 
aiong beg the Queſtion ; you tell ns, - That for 
Separatiſts to ſet up oppoſite Churches and Officers, 
is a degree of Sin much worſe than Separation it ſelf. 
And we will fay as yon do, when once you have 
prov'd the Separation to be Cau'eleſs. But till 
then, we hope your Chriſtian Charity will allow 
us 
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us to provide for our owt Souls, that we may 
not be as Sheep without a Shepherd, when 
we are either unjuſtly caſt out by you, -or 
moſt juſtly ſeparated from you. And if you 
will not allow us this, we will bleſs God, and 
thank our more mercifal Governours that do 
allow us, without your Leave, ſo to do. 

Laſtly, You proceed to a yet higher Degree 
of Schiſm,' viz. When they that are engag'd in it, 
conſtitute Officers without Authority ; or take tothem= 
ſelves Paſtors that have no lawful Miſſion or real 
Ordination. This is another of your orthodox 
Hypotheſes, which it is a thouſand Pities, that 
it ſhould be diſhonour'd by a Miſs-applicati- 
on. Sir, Weareas little for Uncommiſſionated 
Preachers and Self-intruders into the miniſteri- 
al Office, as Tow. Tho? bare Miſſion, without 
Miniſterial Qualification, make but an /dol-Shbep- 
herd, and wherein the Church of England is more 
deeply concern'd, than perhaps you are willing 
to own, yet Qualification without a rightly de- 
riv'd Comiſſion , makes but a Thief or a Robber. 
So that herein Tou and We agree in Theſis, Bur 
wahenon this Head you apply to Us, and to our 
Miniſters that tragical Story of Korab and his 
Complices, we cannot take it ſo kindly of you ; 
tho' you are not the firſt Man, that in great 
Wrath, hath thrown this heavy Stone at our 
Heads ; however, we have not been hitherto 
hurt by it. The Hiſtory of the Caſe we need not 
repeat ; the Principles by which they were acted, 
notwithſtanding their popular Pretenſions, were 
Seditious, and facrilegiouſly Rebellions 3 and 
. the Judgment of God-on them and their Follow- 
cr3, as Juſt as it was Dreadful. But before 


your 
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your Charity had apply'd this diſmal Story and 
Guiltto Us and to our Teachers, you ought to 
have drawn d true Parallel of the Caſe, and have 
prov'd that our Miniſters have no more Call 
nor. Right to the Goſpel-Miniſtry, than Korah 


and his: Company had to the Prieſthood ; and: 


that God hath ſet as ſtrit Bounds about your 
Engliſh Epiſcopacy, as it is now Eſtabliſhed, ex- 
clufively of all others, as he then had done about 
doſes, and the Aaronical Priefthood. And till 
this be done, there is no Man of ſober Thought, 
but muſt ſuſpend his Judgment on us. 


Out of this Preamble, you lead us to your 
third Se&:097, where you tell us, Tow are now come 
eo our Caſe ; for indeed we think you have hi- 
therto been far enough from it ; here then we 
hope for a fair Trial, may we but be determin'd 
by what is written in that Book, out of which 
both Tox and We muſt ſhortly be judged. 

And in Order to onr Conviction, you are 
pleas'd to mind us how nearly it concerns us to 
enquire 


I. Whether we have not contrafted the guilt of 
Schiſm in our Separation from the Church of 
England, 


II. Whether we have not increaſed this Guilt by 
ſetting up oppoſite Churches and Officers, or 
joyming with them. : 


Iil. Wheeher our Paſtors have any juſt Title to 
the Miniſtry, 


Sir, 
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Sir, Had we not, to the beſt of our Power and 
Skill, with the greateſt Diligence and Sincerity, 
enquir'd into all theſe Things long before this 
Day, we had aQted very precipitamily and dan- 
gerouſly z but yet ſuch an Admonition as this, 
however delign'd, ſhall never be out of Seaſon 
with us. Burt ſeeing you offer your Interroga- 
tories not in the form of an Enquiry, but of an 
Indiftment, we are ready to anſwer to each Ar- 
ricle, in our juſt Defence. 

1. The firſt Article of our Indifment runs thus, 
That we bave contratted the Guilt of Schiſm, by our 
Separation from the Church of England ; that is 
(to wave all Diſputes about the Ambiguity of 
the Word) what you are pleas'd to call che Church 
of England, Tho" we have varied your Form 
of Speech, we have-done you no wrong, it. be« 
ing a known Rule in Rhetorick, that a Negative, 
Interrogation is but a more vehement Afirma= 
tion, And to convidt us of the Schiſm you charge 
us with, you plead thus. Was your Communion 
with it lately Lawful, aud bave any new Terms been 
added, to make it ceaſe _to be ſo? Or was Conformi- 
ty then a Duty, and is it now become a Sin? This 
you take to bea Dead Blow, which muſt needs 
convince us, and make us cry Guilty, or ſtop 
our Mouths for ever. - But be not too Confident 
before you have heard our Defence. 

1. By way of Conceſſion, you ſhall haye all that 
you here ſuppoſe, that you may ſee we are not 
froward, 

t. That we once thought our Communion 
with your Church of England Lawful, we grant ; 
for had we not been ſo perſwaded, we had been 
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ſelf-condemn'd by our own Practice, Yet what- 
ever our private Thoughts were once of it, that 

was not it that could make the thing to be in it 
felf either Lawful or Unlawful, our private 
Judgment being only a Rule to our ſelves. And 
we were therein miſtaken, thro* our Weak- 
neſs, or any Prejudices of our Education, we 
hope you will allow us the Liberty of reQifying 
our Jadgments upon better Information,of which, 
if-you think us uncapable, what doall your Ar- 
guings with us ſignify ? Bur, | 

2. We will grant you yeta little more ; that 
we are ſtill of the ſame Opinion, that it is Law- 
fal to Communicate with the Church of England, 
i.e. that it-is not abſolutely, and in it ſelf Sin- 
ful ſo todo; But then we hope, that if your Cha- 
rity will not, your Logick muſt grant ns, that 
what is to be conſider'd but as ſimply Lawfal, is 
Matter of Liberty, and not of Neceſſiry. Weſay 
Liberty, granted us by the Nature of the Thing, 
without any Relation to what the Government 
hath pleas'd (fo much to your regret) to grant 
us. But where we are thus at Liberty, to Cen- 
ſure us for uſing it, is Inhumanity. 

3. If this be not yet enough to pleaſe you, 
we will grant a little more ; we once thought 
the Conformity you contend for, z. e. our Lay- 
Conformity to be our Duty; nor have we 
repented of theſe our Thonghts to this Day; 
nor acted any thing that is inconſiſtent with 
them. We hope the Ingenuity of your cul- 
tivated Reaſon will allow , at leaſt in Theſs, 
that what is a Duty at one Time, and under 
fome Circumſtances, is not always ſo at ano- 
ther Time, and under other Circumſtances; 
' This 
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This you muſt grant, or you know with what 
a Crowd of ſenſeleſs Abſurdities you will be 
peſter*d, and of which you will not be able to 
rid your ſelf. Now having granted you all this, 
we will ſee what we have left for our ſelyes, ar 

Anfwer you, T7 

2. By way of Confutation of your Suppoſition ; 
you ſuppoſe. 

1. That becauſe our Conformity was once 
Lawful, therefore it is not only fo ſtill, eſpe- 
cially becauſe there have been no new Terms ad- 
ded by you to alter the Caſe, bur that therefore 
it is ſtill Neceſſary, which is HMogical enough. 
But to this we ſay as the Apoſtle doth in a like 
Caſe, 1 Cor. 6. 12. Ch. 10. 23. All things are 
. Lawful unto me, but all things are not Expedient, 
i. e. All things that are Lawful to me, as all 
indifferent Things, in their own Nature are, 
are not always Expedient ; and when they come 
to be Inexpedient, they ceaſe to be, in their 
uſe, Lawful; for Ouicquid non expedit, in quan- 
tum non expedit, non licee. All Things are Lawful 
for me, but I will not be brought under the Power 
of any, q. d. In the uſe of all Lawfal Things 
I have my Liberty, to do, or to forbear, as it 
conſiſts with the Expediency of my own, or 
others Edificationz and this Liberty I will nor 
betray, by being brought under the Power of any ; 
of any what ? Why, if it be Senſe, ir muſt be 
of any of thoſe Lawful Things he 1s now ſpeak- 
ing of; for if he be, by any weak Scruples, or 
ill Principles of his own, or any impoling Hu- 
mour of others, brought under the Power of em, 
or to look upon them as Neceſſary, he ſuper ſtitiou(- 
ly enſlaves his Conſcience, and renders himſelf 
un- 
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incapable of ſerving the more noble and uſeful 
Ends of his Ziberty. Now in Conformity to this 
apoſtolical Rule, we lately conformed to the 
Church of Englend, becauſe we thought it in is 
ſelf, Lawful, and on ſome accounts, then Ex- 
pedient, ſo todo; but under our preſent Circum- 
ſtances, and ſince that Providence hath given us 
the Experience of other Publick and Peaceable 
Chriſtian Communions, we find it Inexpedient to 
continue where we were, with relation to the 
eternal ſafety of our own Souls, which is the 
higheſt Concern we have under Heaven; tho? 
this be one of thoſe Things which in your next 
Sefion you upbraid us with. So that tho? it late- 
ly was, and ſtill is ſimply Laewf#! to communi- 
cate with you, yet we now find it to be on 
ſome of the moſt important Accounts, very I1n- 
expedient and Prejudicial, both to our ſelves and 
others; and the uſe of our Chriſtian Liberty 
herein no way really injurious to the Edifica- 
tion, or to the Peace of the Church; beſides 
thoſe private Diſorders it accidentally occaſions 
in the uncharitable Spleens of a few. 

2, You ſuppoſe that what was once our Duty 
cannot now become a Smto us to do. But we 
wonder that this ſhould be ſach a Paradox to a 
Perſon of your Capacity ; muſt you not allow. 
it in Thouſands of other Caſes, that what is a 
Duty at one time, would be very inexpedient- 
ly, and ſometimes ſcandalouſly ſinful at another ? 
Why then ſhould it look like ſuch a ContradiCti- 
on in our Caſe ? *Twas indeed our Duty to pro- 
vide for our own, and for the Souls of our Fa- 
milies, in the beſt manner we could while we 
were in Communion with you, that is, while wy 
ether 
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either knew no better, or could get no- better ; 
we thought it our Daty, as we do ſtill, rather 
to joyn with Tow, than to ly at Home on Lord's 
Days, or do worſe. But now that God hath 
enlarged our Steps, and made a-more plentiful 
| Provifion for us, we ſhould Sin againſt our own 
Souls, and theirs too that are committed to our 
Charge, if we ſhould not make vie of what God 
hath given us in this kind, and not hazzard the 
loſs of our eternal All for the fake of a few un- 
neceſſary, offenſive Ceremonies and humane In- 
ſtitutions , wherein you would ehtcnange cor 
fwade us to believe that the vital Union he 
Catholick Church doth conſiſt. And thus we 
briefly anſwer to the firſt Article of our Indift- 
ment, 

II, The ſecond Article againſt us is, That we 
have added to our Sin, by ſetting up oppoſite Churcbes 
and Officers, or joyning with them; And this hath 
more alienated our Minds from thoſe whom, you ſay, 
we have unjuſtly forſaken, This you ſuppoſe 35 gene- 
rally our Caſe, and that hence it is that you bear of 
an Old Church and a New in ſo many Towns in this 
Kingdom, the latter labouring to eſtabliſh it ſelf on 
the Ruins of the former. To this we reply, 

That the Separate Churches, which we now 
commonly frequent, are not ſet up in Oppoliti- 
on to Toxrs, but by a neceſlity which your ob- 
Rinate Uncharitableneſs hath brought us under. 
Could we have enjoy'd thoſe Goſpel-Privileges 
with you, which our deareſt Saviour hath, by his 
precious Blood purchaſed for us, and by his 
Laſt Will and Teſtameat bequeathed to us, we 
had never forſaken Tou. But now, if the more 
we come to underitand the Wrong you have done 
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us, the mote our Minds are alienated from you, 
you muſt thank your ſelves for that. And where- 
- in you have wronged us, you have already often 
enough heard, and we are ready once more to 
. declare in part, according as the Diſcourſe we 
are now waiting on you in, ſhall give us the 
particular Occaſions. All the Oppoſition that is 
between o#r Churches and yours is certainly of 
your own making. And for our ſetting up 
-Church-Officers, #. e. Teachers and Paſtors over 
our ſelves, we flatly deny, without a good 
-Diſtintion. *Tis true, we take it as our natu- 
ral Right, that the Paſtor, to whom we are to 
.commit the Care of our Souls, be of our own 
- free Eleftion, and not impos'd upon us againſt 
the majority of our Votes, by any that ſhall 
pretend to a Power ſo to do, as the common 
manner of the Church of England is, and which 
was not the leaſt of our Grievances, while we 
were in Communion with To. But if by onr 
ſetting up of Officers you mean our conferring 
the Paſtoral Office upon them, or the Authori- 
tative Inveſting them with it, we deny your 
Suppoſition. If you know any ſuch among 
Diſſenters, let them anſwer for themſelves; 
we aſſure you, We are not the Perſons. 

And becauſe you fear that we are Labouring 
to eſtabliſh our Selves on your Ruins; we open- 
ly declare your great Miſtake of vs. *Tis obr 
Union and joint Eſtabliſhment on a Reformation 
according to the Scriptures, that we are Labour- 
ing, and have been ſo long praying and waiting 
for : And if ſuch a Reformation will be your Ruiz, 
Miſerere Deus. | 
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in vain do. you complain of our ſeparate 
Churches (which yet are- no Independant Con- 
gregations, as you ſuggeſt, tho* they have noc 
that Dependance on Towrs which you contend 
for) while your ſelves are the only Canſes of 
the Separation. For, Ict your calmer Reaſon 
tell us, Whoare they that cauſe Diviſions, and 
deſtroy that Union and Communion of the 
Churches, which you ſeem to be ſo Zealous 
for? Are they thoſe that ſtick to the Primitive 
Apoſtolical Rulesand Inſtitutions, or thoſe that 
make their own dangerous Innovations the 
Terms of Communion with them? What we 
have here to ſay in behalf of our Miniſters, 
muſt be referr*d to your Third and moſt con- 
ſequential Article of our Indiftment, as its more 
proper Place, and which we are now next to 
enter on, and it runs thus, 8 | 

Il. That the Paſtors, we bave choſen, have 19 
lawful Call to the Miniſtry, This indeed, if ir 
could be proy*'d, were enough to convid both 
Us and Them, for Schiſmaticks, Thoſe Diſſen« 
ters, that think themſelves unconcern'd in this 
Matter, weare not now to anſwer for, nor are 
we concern'd in what you ſay of them. And as 
for the Philadelpbians ;, we know not what they 
are expecting ; but might we once ſee the Church 
of England, reforny'd according to the Scrip- 
tures, we would expe a better Clergy than 
molt of'them now are. 

I. The Miniſters whom we profeſs to own 
and to follow, yon confeſs to have had (ſome 
of them) Epiſcopal Ordinations ; and others only 
Presbyterial. Of the former you are willtng .to 
allow (for the Honour of your own Church) 
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not only the validity of their Ordjnation, but 
an eminency of Perſonal Abilties but in the 
exerciſe of their Abilities, you fancy that they 
are ſome of thoſe, of whom Jgnatins ſays, 
they ſerve the Devil, and your great Reaſon 
is, not that they are Men of debauched and 
ſcandalous- Converſation, or of falſe and cor- 
rupt Doarin, but becauſe they refuſe to obey 
their Ordinary, as you ſay they ſolemnly pro- 
mis'd to do; that is, you think they have brq- 
ken their Oath of Canonical Obedience. To 
this we anſwer for theta ; that if any of *em 
have inconſiderately enſlav*'d themſelves, and be- 
tray'd the Liberties of the Church by an Oath, 
or Promiſe to any Man, Ordinary or Extraordi- 
#ary, to obey them any further than the Apo- 
file requir'd to be obey'd by the Churches , 
1 Cor. 11. I. Viz. as far as he himſelf obey'd, or 
followed Chrift , we think *tis time for them to 
repent of ſuch an Oath. And whereas you tell 
us, They can't expett a bleſſing on their Work, while 
they continue in the Breach of ſuch an Engagement ;, 
We have as great Reaſon to think they can't ex- 
pe& a Bleſling in keeping it, at leaſt, being now 
perſwaded of the Evil of it. But yet ovr Chari- 
ty obliges us to believe, that they took that Oath 
-in no larger Senſe, than is conſiſtent with the 
Rules of the Goſpel, and are ſure that it is no 
otherwiſe binding to 'em. And this, we hope, 
you will not call a zew or ſtrange Dofrjn in _the 
Chriſtian Churches. Neither is this to degrade 
all Biſhops, or to abrogate their Office, or over- 
throw their Chairs, (as yon with ſo ill Deſign 
ſuggeſt) but to reduce them to that Scripture- 
Foun- 
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Foundation, on which alone they may be more 
gloriouſly and firmly Eſtabliſhed. 

| We cannot but remark with how light a 
Touch. you paſs by the Foreign Proteſtant Church- 
es, as one that is afraid of burning his Fingers, 
pretending to have nothing to do with them, on a 
Suppolition (which you are willing to allow , 
that you may ſo rid your Hands of em) that 
their Call to the Paſtoral Office was extraordinary 

for which you quote ſomething out of Calvin and 
Beza, tho? little to your Purpoſe. In what 
Senſe theſe Churches underſtand the extraordi- 
narineſfs of their Call, they themſelves are beſt 
able to inform yon. Did they ever, any of 
them, pretend to be rapt up into the third Hea- 
vens, where Paul once was, there to receive a 
new Call and Commiſſion, differing from what 
Chriſt and his firſt Apoſtles delivered ro, and 
lefc with the Churches ? By what Angel, or 
Bathkol, or Viſion do they ſay this Extraordinary 
Call was given them ? When, and on whom was 
it that the Holy Spirit came down in the Form 

of Cloven Tongues, to Seal them a Commiſſion, 
to go out and Preach another Goſpel, and to lay 

a new Foundation of the Goſpel Miniſtry ? Can 

you bring us any Tidings of any thing like this 

out of their Writings, or if you covld, would 

you not eaſily anſwer it by, Gal 1.8 But how 

far are they from ſuch vain Dreams as theſe ? 

Monſ. Turretin will tell you in what Senſe they 


take their Cal to have been Extraordinary. 8} Turretin. 
Ordinarium dicitur, quod Ordini primitus & divi- 4 oc, 

r14 Seceiht- 
S : n : : : one 4b Ec+ 
Focatio Ordinaria;, fed fi equivoce pro eo ſumiinr , 1. 22m. 
« quod inveterata conſuetudine, qu.aliſcungq,; illa ſit, p. 228. 
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publice eft acceptum, extraordinaria dicenda erit 1 
quia plurimum abfuit ab ea Conſuetudine & More, 
qui in Eccleſia Romana jnoleverat, If Ordinary 
be taken for that which is agreeable to: the Order of 
Primitive and Divine Inſtitution , then our Call is 
Ordinary ; but if it be taken equivocally for that 
which iz by long Cuſtom, of any kind, commonly re- 
ceiv/d, then may it be call'd Extraordinary, becauſe 
ſo very diffexent from that uſe and manner which 
bad ſo long obtain*d in the Church of Rome. You 
ſee now in what Senſe they take their Call to 
be Extraordinary. The Deliverance of the 
Church out of Myſtical Egype and Babylon was 
indeed an Extraordinary Deliverance 3 but their 
Call to the Miniſtry was the ordinary Call of the 
Goſpel; that Spirit of Wiſdom, Faith, Pati- 
ence, Zeal, Self-denyal, by which they were 
divinely influenced in their Reformation was 
Extraordinary ; and it had been better for the 
Church of England, if her*s had not been in this 
reſpet& too Ordinary. In the ſame Senſe as the 
Retormation of Johoſaphat, Hezekiah and Foſiah 
was Extraordinary in compariſon of that of ſome 
other Good Kings, who are noted for ſparing the 
HighPlaces,ſfo may the Call of theſe Foreig:Church- 


M. Claud es be faid to be Extraordinary ; but that they 
Hiſtory of ated by the ordinary Rule of the Holy Ecrip- 
:be Refor- tures, and the Practice of the Primitive Church, 
_ they conſtantly affirm. O Sir ! How poor an 
26. & $89, Eſcape have you endeavour'd to make this way; 


that you may ſeem to be a little more Conrteous 
to Foreigners than to your own Comnntry- en ; 
how pitiful a Go by is this, and as foreign to 
Calvin's Senſe, as theſe Churches are to Your's ! 


What a ſtrain will it coſt you now to deliver your 
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ſelf from the Hornes of this Dilemma, either to 
acquir Vs of what you have charg'd us, with, or 
condemn all the Proteſtant Churches in the World, 
that are not of your Conſtitution and Communi- 
on ? And Excommunicate us all as Heathens and 
Hereticks, -that have no Goſpel- Miniſtry, nor 
Ordinances among them, as the Church of Rome 
doth, whom you hereby juſtify in all their Per. 
ſecutions and barbarous Severities againſt them, 
which looks very ill in a Proteſtant, eſpecially 
at ſuch a Time as this. But that our Mini- 
ſters have not taken -upon them the ſacred FunQi- 
on in anew Way, that was never approv'd in ancient 
Times, ſhall be prov'd (as you demand) by a 
ſight of their Parenr and Commiſſion (if you have 
Eyes to read it) in its proper Place. 

IE Next you-prepare to bring on your Try- 
al againſt a ſecond ſort of Teachers, who claim 4 
Tale to the Miniſtry, as being Ordain'd by Presby- 
ters, And indeed when you ſhall have prov'd 
this way of Ordination to be Schiſmatical, you 
will have done ſomething in the-Service of your 
Canſe ; wherein if Saying were Proving, and 
Confidence were good , Evidence, doubtleſs you 
would not fail. Burt this being the main Hinge, 
on which the whole Controverſy turns, it 
will be neceſſary to ſpend a little more Time 
with you here. And firſt you make your 
Trip at our Miniſters Heels, by ſtriking at the 
Srone on which they ſtand; but you will find 
it is a Rock, againſt which you may daſh your 
own Feet, but which will not move for all the 
Kicks you can make atit. The main Scripture, 
which, with all your might you heave at, is that 
of, 1 Tim, 4. 14+ Neglef not the Gift that is 
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in thee, which is gives unto thee by Prophecy , 
with the laying on of the Hands of the Presby- 
rery. | 
"Againſt the generally approved Senſe of this 
Scripture, you are pleas'd to Quote us Culvin 
himſelf, whom you miſtakingly call the Fa- 
ther of our Diſcipline; and would have us to 
believe that he could find no ſuch Matter in 
this Text; and that he thought Presbytery here 
ſignifies but the Office of 4 Presbyterz and ſo 
read to vs the Sen{e of the Text thus. That 
Timothy ſhould net neglett, but be careful to ex- 
erciſe that Presbyterjal Office, or Power which was 
committed to him by laying on of Hands, Now 
by the way, leſt you ſhould hereafter forget, 
pray tzke notice that yow have now granted 
that it was to the Office of a Presbyter that. T1- 
mothy was now ordain*d, nat tothat of a Biſ:op, 
or an Evangelif, But as for what you. refer 
us to out of Calvin's Inftitutions; We find that 
he was there offering ſome Obſervations, which 
he had gather'd out of the Scriptures of the 7 
New Teſtament, concerning the Ordination® of | 
ſuch as are to ſerve in the Office of the Mini- } 
ſtry; and tells us that ir is certain the whole | 
Multitude of the People were not to impoſe | 
Hands on their Miniſters in their Ordination, | 
but only ſuch as were themſelves Paſtors in 
Office, to whom alone the ordaining Power be- 
longs, tho? he leaves it uncertain, whether the 
Hands of many were always laid on, in every 
ſolemn AQ of Ordination, bur produces Scrip- 
ture-Inſtances that it was ſo done in the Ordi- 
nation of Deacons, Aft.6.6. and in the Ordina- 
tj5n of Paul and Barnabas, Act. 13.3. But that 
q Paul 
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Paul here minds Timothy, that he had ordain'd 
him with his own Hands (tho? not exclufively 
of all others, or with his own Hand only ; but 
rather that he was the principal Perfon, and the 
only Apoſtle concerned in that Ordination) and 
therefore Admoniſhes him to ſtir up. the Gifr 


that was in him, by the [mpoſition of his Hands, 


And afterward gives us his private Opinion, "that 
when the Apoſtle mentions to Timothy , In his 
other Epiſtle, the Hands of the Presbytery, that 
he is not there minding him {ſo much of the 
manner of his Ordination by the College F4 Preſ- 
byters, of whom Pay! was one and the chief in 


that Action, but:rather that he ſhould mind-1p-. 
ſam Ordinationem, his Ordination it ſelf, and the, 


great and glorious Eras .of it. q. d. Fac «t 
Gratia quam per manuum impoſitionem recepiſti, quum 
te Presbyterum Crearem, non ſit irrita. That ſo 


the Grace which he had receiv*'d, when be ordain'd 
him a Miniſter of the Goſpel, or a Presbyter, might. 


not prove in vain, And now how far Calvin is 


like to ſerve your Purpoſe, or to diſſerve ors, 


ve leave to any competent impartial Judge, 
And yet if you think your Notion of Calvir's 
Senſe be the right, we mult tell you, you are a 
Diſſenter from the generality of the moſt Learn- 
ed of your own Charch. Mr. Herbert Thorndibe 


will tet] you ; © If we take not our Marks amifs,, 


« we ſhall find Argument enough, at leaſt ac 


« the beginning, for the concurrence of Preſ.. 


« byters with the Biſhop in making of Presby- 
© ters, and other inferior Orders In the firſt 
© Place, thoſe general Paſſages of the Fathers. 
©* Wherein is witifeſſed, that the Presbytery was 
* a Beich, aſliſtent ro the Biſhop, without Advice 
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« whereof nothing of Moment was done, muſt 
<« needs be drawn into Conſequence, to argue 
<« that it had effed in a particular of this weight, 
« Then the Ordination of Timorby, by Impoſs-. 
&« tj0n of Hands of the Presbytery will prove no 
«& eſs. Indeed, ſays he, 'tis well known that 
« the Word Tpwcunie in Eccleſiaſtical Writers, 
« ſignifies divers times the Office and Rank of 
« Presbyters,, which Signification divers here 
« embrace; expounding Impoſition of Hands 
« of the Prezbytery to mean that by which the 
« Rank of Presbyter was conferr'd. But the 
«© Apoſtles Words running as they do, «7 
«© im/28 1s 78'y ,61par 79 Tp3e3v7ee's, oblige a Man 
& to ask, when he is come as far as the Impo- - 
&« ſition of Hands, of whom, or whoſe Hands 
<« they were he ſpeaketh of , which the next 
« Words ſatisfy. Had it been 'w]4 XerogS10igg 
&« I 7562Cvr:gv, the Senſe might better have been 
« diverted, but,running as it doth, with the 
& Article u«7' «m5 nos m3 y pov 7% @ptoCur £214 with 
& Impoſition of [the] Hands, it remaineth that it 
<< be ſpecified in the next Words, whoſe Hands 
© were Impoſed, Thus this Word epoCur ers 
©* in the Goſpel, Luk. 22.66. and in Jgnatius's 
© Epiſtles ſignifieth the College of Presbyters, 
* which hath the Nature and ReſpeQ of a Per- 
* ſon in Law, and therefore is read in the ſin- 
<& gular, for the whole Bench; which being aſ- 
© ſembled and ſet, is calFd op»GSewr in both 
« Places; and in Cornelius of Rome his Epiſtle 
© to St, Cyprian, where he ſaith, Placuit contra- 
& bere Presbyterium. Now Sir here's your Mr. 
Thorndike againſt what you would impoſe on 
or Calvins, But beſides this, we Anſwer, 
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1. If 
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rt. If the Word Presbyrery is here to be under- 
ſtood of the Office, then will it follow, '(as we 
have before noted) that Timorhy*s Office was the 
Office of a Presbyter ; What then is become of 
Timothy's Epiſcopacy, which you ſo learnedly plead 
for in your Diſcourſe of Church-Government? Or 
When and by Whom was it that he was created 
Biſhop ? 

2. Camerarins tells -us that it is TptoSump3ior, 
and not Tpeofvrrecy, which imports the Office of 
& Presbyter. So that here's afoul miſtake of the 
Presbytery for the Presbyterate, the Perſons for 
the Office. 

3, Ignatius, who liv'd very near the Times 
of the Apoſtles, and therefore may well be pre- 
ſum'd to have underſtood the Meaning and Uſe 


of this Word, tells us, 7 fs myo 8urtpecy igfy an? 4 Jgnat. E- 
0 riue itegy, eopfitnct, x; cvrtSpiuler os imoxdms, What Pilt- 4d 


is the Preibytery other than the Sacred Company , 
who are the Biſhops Connſellors and Aſſeſſours ? This 
Senſe Clemens Alexandrinus, and ſome others of 
the Primitive Fathers give of it ; nor was it ever 
taken in any other Senſe by the Fathers till Or;- 
gen ; nor in any Place of the New Teſtament 
doth it ſignify any other than the Company of 
Presbyters, as Luk. 22.66. Af. 22.5. And this 


Mr. Selden himſelf is forc'd to confeſs, tho, y, 5, 

being an Eraſtian in his Judgment, he was loth yedr. 1. 1. 
to allow the Word in this Text to ſignifie Cap- 14- 
a College of Presbyters , leſt he ſhould be 560. 


forc'd to allow them the Power of Excommu- 

nication. 
4+ To: put this Senſe upon the Word Preſ- 
byter in this Text, and to make it to lignify the 
Office, is ſuch an Inverſion and Diſturbance of the 
bs natural 
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natural Order of the Word, as is never tobe al- 
low?'d but in caſe of plain Neceſlity , leſt we 
make the Sacred Scriptures a Noſe of Wax, 
of which Mr. Thorndike was too wile to be 
Guilty. 

5. And ye: if you will needs take Presbytery 
here for the Offce of 4 Presbyter, which Calvin 
doth not do, but rather for the Solemn 4A, by 
which the Offce is conferr'd ; ſee how little it 
will be to your Advantage. Doth it not then 
clearly follow, that "tis. by vertue of the Office 
it ſelf, and: not by any Degree that.ſome have 
obtain'd in it above others, that Men are to be 
Ordain'd into the Miniſtry? So that in whom- 
ſoever the Office of 4 Presbyter is found, there 
is this Power of Ordaining others, Have you not 
tlien ingenyouſly, or inadvertently, granted to 
our Miniſters all that they demand in this 
Matter, and prov'd- it for . *em too. from 
Calvin , Whom you pretend to alledge againft 
em ? 

To what a paſs now have you brought your 
Epiſcopal Ordination? Are theſe the only Men 
that have Power to Ordain a Presbyter: Or 
have they any Power or Authority at all to do 
it, but as they are themſelves Presbyters ? What 
is a Biſhop, but a Presbyter ſet in a higher De- 
gree for Clerical Order and Government ſake, 
but as to Office, the ſame with the Presbyter ? And 
therefore it is that the Titles are ſo promiſ- 
; cuouſly and indifferently us'd in the Holy Scrip- 
| tures. Nor did the Apoſtles themſelves Ordain, 

as Apoſtles, but as Presbyters, which is the Title 
they own in their Epiſtles, and claim as. their 
Honour. And thac it is the Presbyter, not the 


Biſkop 
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Biſhop ( i. e. conſider'd only as; ſuch)- that muſt 
Ordain, is put beyond Controyerſy by a rul'd. 
Caſe; that a Biſhop or Prelate Ordain'd per ſalrum, 
(5. e. who never had the Ordination of a Presby- 
ter bimſelf,-:but only of a Biſbop). can: neither 
Conſecrate, .nor adminiſter the Sacrament ' of 
the Lord's Body, nor Ordain a Presbyter. Tho), 
for the neceſſary Ends of Clerical Order and Go= 
vernment, the Biſhop be ſet in a ſuperiour De- 
gree of Superintendency, and conſequently his 
Preſence and. authoritative Concurrence be ne- 
ceſlary, with a fele& Number of his beſt qua- 
lify'd Presbyters, to confer Orders, and to ſee 
the Laws of Chriſt duly executed in-his Church 
yet where this. Power is abus'd (than which 
nothing in the World is apter, nor hath been 
more abus'd) where the Churches are impos'd 
upon , and Presbyters tyrannically 'raviſh'd of 
their juſt Rights and Priviledges,.- and cauſe- 
leſly caſt out of Epiſcopal Communion; the Pref- 
byter is nevertheleſs a Prezbyter, as.to all the 
Parts and Purpoſes of his Office. -He may be 
robb'd of his Pulpit, bat not of his Office ; robb'd 
of his Idaintenance, but not of his Kzeht to it; 
robb'd of his Liberty, but not of his Relation 
to Chriſt, nor to his Church. In the Holy 
Scriptures we find that Presbyters (as ſuch) are 
veſted with the Power of Rule and Govern- 
ment in the Houſe of God, 1 Tim. 5. 17. AR. 
20. 17. & 28. But of the Inveſtiture of Pre- 
lates, or their Ordination by Impoſition of Hands, 
as of an Office diſtin& and different from that 
of the Presbyter, we read not one Word in all 
the New Teſtament. By what Law of Chriſt 
then doth he claim a deſpotical Power over his 
Presby- 
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Presbyters, any other than as the Head and Mo- 
derator of their common Council, and in whoſe 
Name, and with whoſe Concurrence (for Order 
and Government fake) all the neceſſary Canons 
and By-Laws that conduce to the Peace, Profit 
and Edification of the Churches committed to 
their Care, ought to be iſſued and eſtabliſhed ? 
Will you tell ns; they are the Apoſftle's Succeſ- 
fors in Power and Authority ? So are Our Presbyters 
too, 1 Pet.5. 1,2, 3. both in Faith and Do&rin, 
and all Things that are Common and Eſſential 
to the Office. Prelacy is not of the Office, per ſe, 
but only per Accidens, -and which, when duly ex- 
ercigd, honourably conduces to the bene Eſe of 
the Church, but is not conſtitutive of its E/e. 
We have hear'd indeed of os Biſhop no King, 
and ever thonght it mt enough ; but 
never heard of no Biſhop no Church till now. 

Again, you wonld have us to believe that, 
Presbytery, being a Name of Dignity, is ſometimes 
attributed to Eecleſiaſtica! Officers of the higheſt 
Rank, + as St. Peter and Sr. John call themſelves 
Prebyters, and therefore it muſt needs here 
ſignify a Company of Biſhops, To this we Re- 


ly, 

- That the Word Presbytery was never ſo 
taken for a Company of Biſhops only, (of which 
there was but one in one Church) which is the 
limited Senſe , either in the Times of the Apo- 
{tles, or of the firſt Centuries of the Church, per- 
haps not till Chryſoſtome's Time; buc alway for 
the Collegium Presbyterorum 5, and before we can 
believe that it is to be otherwiſe taken in this 
Text, you muſt prove it. 


2. If 
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2. If the Word muſt be taken in your Senfe 
for a Company of Biſhops, then either there is no 
particular Church, tho? Dioceſan, that hath any 
Presbytery of its own, or there muſt be more 
Biſhops than One in every ſuch Church, -or elſe 
you mult ſay that your oze Biſhop is a Company of 
Biſhops. 

qe I can you infer, in this Cafe, from 
Peter's and John's aſſuming the Title of Presbyter, 
but that in all the common Afts of Eccleſiaſtical 
Government and Diſcipline they ated as Pre/ſ- 
byters, and not as Apoſtles, And what then have 
you gotten by this Argument ? 

But you urge again, That Timothy was 4 
Biſhop, and bad Furiſdittion over Presbyters ;, there- 
fore Presbyters could not Ordain him to his Office 3 
for they could not communicate a Power which they 
never Yeceiv'd. To this we Anſwer, 

1. That Timothy was an Evangeliſt, 2 Tim, 4. 
5. which, if it ſignify'd any more than a Preach- 
er of the Goſpel, which was the Work of every 
Presbyter, then it muſt ſignify ſomething more 
than. an Ordinary Biſhop, to which he had no 
particular Ordination, but the Apoſtles Eleftion of 
him, as his Companion, and his Miſſion to ſome 
particular Services in the Churches of Paul's 
planting. So that the Presbytery Ordain'd him 
only as a Presbyter, not as an Evargeliſt, nor as 
a Biſhop, about which we have no Form, Rule 
or Precedent in the Scripture. 

2. Whereas you ſay, They could not communi- 
cate a Power which they never receiv*d ; We An- 
ſwer, That in this Caſe there was no need of it ; 
they Ordain'd him asa Presbyrter, and what other 
Titles he afterward arriv'd to, were _ Act: 

ental. 
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dental. But this Reaſon of yours ſeems to be 
dottom'sd on a great fake," viz. That the Or- 
dainers communicate the miniſterial Power to 
the Perſons Ordained 3; whereas it is Chriſt thar 
communicates the Paſtoral Power and Anthority 
by his Charter of the Goſpel; the Power isderiv*d 
from Chri, not from the Ordainers; As the 
Major of a City has his Authority from the 
Charter, granted by the King, and not from the 
Recorder, who inveſts him in his Office. And 
yet neither is this true, that an inferiour Officer 
may not inveſt one of a ſuperiour Order in his 
Office, elſe what have the Biſbops to do at the 
Coronation of Kings, unteſs you will make the 
Regal to be an Inferior Office to that of the Bi- 
ſhop z which if you do, you may next pretend 
to an abſolving and depoſing Power too. 

But you tell us again, That we do not find in 
Scripture, That to mere Presbyters any ſuch Autho- 
rity was ever committed ;, nor are there any Footſteps 
of it in Antiquity, And we tell] yon, That we 
find not in Scripture, nor in Antiquity, that 
this Authority was ever committed to any 
other than Presbyter: : But if you inſiſt, Thar 
they muſt not be mere Presbyters, we Reply, 

t. How do you prove that either Simeon, that 
was called Nizer, or Lucius of Cyrene, or Ma 
2aen, Who were commanded from Heaven, 4#, 
13-1, 2. toordain Paul and Barnabas, were any 
of them, at that time, more than mere Presbyters 
as to Matter of Office ? | 
' 2. Where do you find, in all the Books of 

the. New Teſtament, not only that a mere Biſhop, 
but that any oze ſingle Perſon, whether Biſhop, 
or Evange'tt, or Apoitle, or any other, beiides 
| 0ny 
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oar Lord Feſus Chriſt himſelf, did \ever cele- 
brate this Ordinance of. Qrdination; without the 
aſſiſtance of ſome others, more or leſs of the 
Precbytery? If you inſtance in PauPs ordaining 
Timothy with his own Hands; will that prove 
that it was with his own Bands alone, eſpe- 
cially while he tells ns fo expreſly, in words 
at length, and not in figures, That it was done 
by the Hands of the Presbyrery ? 

3. We. will propoſe you a Caſe, which is 
poſſible, tho? we hope will never be ral, Sup- 
poſe the Chnrches of Chriſt ſhould be reduc'd 
to a very few, and the Biſhops of theſe few 


- ſhould all turn Hereticks, or Perſecutors of 


the Orthodox, and caſt them out of their 
Communion, the Presbyters retaining their In- 
tegrity: Theſe Presbyrers, by your Doctrin, 
cannot ordain ſo much as a Presbyter, to con- 
tinue a Succeſſion, much leſs can they create a 
Biſhop to do it: Muſt the whole Church then 
be extin& for lack: of a Biſbop to Head them ? 
Or would you expe& to have one rais'd from 
the Dead, or ſent back out of Heaven to do 
it ? | : 

4. As for Antiquity; There is nothing more 
clear than that in the Primitive Churches the Bj- 
ſhops and their Presbyters alway aQed in Con- 
junRion in all Atts of Church-Diſcipline, both 
of Excommunication , Reſtauration, Confirma- 
tion and Ordination 3 And in the Baniſhment or 
Abſence of their Biſhops, the Presbyters alone, 
without the preſence of any other Biſhop, did, 
by his order and allowance (which he could not 
have done, had it not been a thing in it ſelf 
lawful) execute. all that the Biſbop was to _ 
one 
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done in Perſon among them. Nay, St. Ferom 
'will tell you that the Presbyrers have Power to 
Ordain a Biſhop over them, and inveſt him with 
his Epiſcepal Authority, as they did at Alexandria. 
Sir, There was a Time within the Memory of 
Man, that Our Biſhops were baniſhed from their 
Clergy in England, and what, was the Whole 
Churab of England then extin&, and cut off 
from the Head Chrift ? Doth eternal Salvation 
go and come with Lawn-Sleeves ? Yet once more, 
you tell us, That the Office which Timothy had 
was given him by Prophecy, 1 Tim. 4. 14. Or 4c- 
cording 10 the Propheſies, which went before of him, 
1 Tim. 1. 18. His Ordination therefore muſt have 
been an extraordinary Thing, and not to be drawn 
into Precedent, except in parallel Caſes, But our 
Paſtors, you ſuppoſe, do not pretend that they are 
mark'd out by Prophecy. 

1. We anſwer, Theſe Propheſies, whatever 
they were, concerning Timothy, reſpefted his 
Perſon, and not the manner of his Ordination. 

2. It is very probable that the Apoſtles had a 
more than ordinary Dire&ion, relating to the 
choice of Miniſters, or Church-Officers many 
times in their Days, As 20. 28. It is there 
ſaid, That the Elders of the Church of Epheſws 
were made -Overſeers of their Flocks by: the 
Holy Ghoſt, i. e. as ſome think, their Choice and 
Nomination was by DireCtion of the Holy Spi- 
rit of God. And Clemens Romanus ſays, That 
the Apoſtles in thoſe Days ordained Biſhops or 
Presbyters TyVuom dupdloyr 1; Geog van cAifong 
macey, Oc, Diſcerning by the Spirit, and having 
a perfet Knowledge whom they ſhould Ordain. But 
what is a!l this to the way of Ordaining by 

Presbyters 
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Pre:byters is all extraordinary Thing, and not to 
be drawn imo Precedent, It's probable that ir 
had been foretold by ſome one or other, that 
Timothy would be a faithful and eminent Mi- 
niſter of Chriſt, who but you would have 
. concluded from thence, That his Ordination by 
Presbyters was an extraordinary Caſe? 

3. May you not as pertinently argue, That 
none of the Ordinations, done by the Impoſition 
of the Hands of the Apoſtles, are to be drawn 
into Precedentz becauſe theſe were extraor- 
dinary Caſes, the Apoſtles being extraordi- 
nary Perſons, who had an extraordinary and 
immediate Miſſion from Chriſt himſelf ;- nor 
do we know of any Biſhops that now pre- 
tend to be marked out by an immediate Call 
from Chriſt, or any Prophecy of their extraor-= 
dinary Uſefulneſs, that have goge before of 
'em. Ft | 

But Sir, Before you had given your ſelf and 
ns all: this Trouble to ſo little purpoſe, you 
had done much better to have fate down and 
conſidered how you conld have anſwered 


Mr. John Owen's ten Arguments from Scrip- Owen's 
r. John Owen's ten Arguments Th_h: Ce. 


ture and Antiquity, proving Ordination by 
Presbyters, without Biſhops to be validz to 


which, (to ſave: Labour of Tranſcribing) we tion.<+: 


refer thoſe that are willing to ſee much more 
on this Subje&. 

II. The Declamation which. you make a- 
againſt popular Ordination, we are not at all 
concern'd in, but join with you in our hear- 
ty Wiſhes, that they that are, would deeply 
conſider it, 

| D Now 
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Now to conclude this, your third -Se&ior, 
Having read ont our Inditment in iall the Ar- 


Ticles of it, and examin'd it after your wan- 


ner; you come to fur vp 'the Evidence, or 
what you call Evident, and- bring in the - Bil 
againſt us; that we have in all-theſe ReſpeRs, 
exceeded the Novatians, Donatiſts and Melets- 


-aris.” But before you proceed to your Damna- 


tory Sentence, we hope your Charity will take 
into Conſideration 'what we: have 'already, 'fo 
briefly offer*d in our own 'Dgfence, and what 
we haye yet further' to plead' for our ſelves, as 
| following Diſconrſe ſhall give us Occa- 


Your fourth Se&jon -(in 'which you -pretend 
to blow us wholly up, and to:beat -us out of 
all our Faſtneſſes, and not to leave #« a Rag to. 
cover our Nakedneſs with) is a Colleftion of 
juſt half a dozen of ſome little Things, which 
you have -pickt up ſome-where behind our 
Backs, and what you thought your ſelf able | 
to deal with; 'and theſe you ſet up as ſo ma- 
ny Cocks of Cloxts to try your Skill upon, and 
to entertain your Self and your 'Readers with ; 


, " and repreſent it to the World, as the ſam of |} 


what has been ſaid in our Defence : But if you wou'd i 
have done your Self and your Readers right, |} 
you ought to have quoted the Authors, ' out © 
of which you had taken thoſe Things. Nei- & 
ther is it ſo caſie, as you ſeem to hope, to 
make the thinking part of the World, at this 
time of the day, to believe, that a Man of your 
Figure and Reading, muſt not needs be con- 
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ſrious to himſelf of other Things. But this, 
it: ſeems, is what you thought fit to make your 
Remarks upon ; whereig. you (have [not ſhown 
that Qhriſtian Chery, nor common 4ngenrity, 
which might juſtly have been expected from the 
fair Pretenſions of your Inrroduition. Yet what 
you are here pleaſed, under this Farm, to of- 
fer us, .and to declare to the World in aur 
Names, we:muſt take ſuch notice .of as it doth 
deſerve. | 

t- That which you thought fit to ſet in the 
Front of what you call Our Arguments, is this. 1 
has been. ſa5d, That notwithftanging our preſent Sepa- 
ration from you, yet we are One with you, becauſe me 
both adhere to the ſame Doftrin. POO 

"This, you ſay, is one Pojt .gain'd of us, that 
10w you are treated with ſofter Language thar for- 
merly you were : And y&t this doth: not .pleaſe 
you neither, but account ruder Language lefs 
dangerons; becauſe this ſeems to repreſent 
Communion with you an indifferent Thing. 
Sir, This is unaccountably ſtrange, that Com- 
munion with you ſhould be the Thing you 
ſo zealouſly- contend for, and yet are affraid 
of our coming too near to-you. It ſeems -the 
Principles of 4oderation are too dull and phleg- 
matick to agree with your re&ifyd Spirit of 
Charity, whereby -you declare your ſelf to be 
no Trimmer, but a Tantivy. 

Before you had given us your Comments on 
this Argument, you ſhould have put-ic into the 
Form of an Argument, and have fſhewn the 
World what it is that we pretend-to;prove by 
it. We-ſyuppoſe the ſenſe 'of-ir muſt run thus: 
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If we are One with you in Doftrin, then our 
Separation from you in ſome other things is 
not Schiſmatical. 
Eut we are One with you in Doftrin : Ergo. 


Here we might in juſtice have expeQted that 
you ſhould have cited our Author of this Argu- 
ment before you had called it Ozrs: But in 
ſtead of that you tell ns, That you know nothing 
that hath been more commonly urg'd of late in our 
Vindication. Sir, This is not fair, much leſs 
charitable dealing with usz for we know not 
who they are of us that will own this Argu- 
ment, For, 


x. The Conſequence of the Major we deny, 
as well as you, and therefore diſown it; we 
do not think, nor do'our Miniſters teach us, 
That Oneneſs in Doftrin is enough to juſtify a 
Separation in outward Communion from being 
Schiſmatical ; and had we no greater thing to 
warrant our Separation from you, we ſhould 
not think our ſelves innocent. 


2. Neither do we own the A4nor of this 
Argument, without ſome Exceptions. For we 
dare not ſay, That we are perfectly One with 
you in Dofrin: There are ſome things in the 
DoArin that is commonly preach'd among you 
that is too Arminian, and too Romiſh for us to 
be One with you in it. But this is what we 
ſay, and will ſtand to; that as far as your 
Doftrin is One with that which is taught us in 


the Holy Scriptures, the Faith which was once 
| de- 
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delivered unto the Saints; ſo far we are One 
with you. And as far as our Separation from 
you is not without juſt Cauſe,.ſo far ir is not 
Shiſmatical. So then what you ſay, in appro- 
brious Deſcant, | 


1. On the A4nor of this Argument, is but 
Petitio Principij, a ſhameful begging the Que- 
ſtion, "till you have prov'd that ro be true, 
which you ſay you think, viz. That what is pub- 
liſhed by many of our Party in their printed Boobs, * 
and even in their Catechiſms is Heterodox to the 
pure Apoſtolical Dottrin, and yet generally embraced 
by #s. What you upbraid us with from the 
Zeal of the Independents, to ſecure to themſelves 
their own Proſelites, is but what your ſelves 
are altogether as guilty of in your own Caſe; 
and which indeed is a piece of Natural Poli- 
ticks, ' ariſing from the Principle of Self-pre- 
ſervation, and common to all. Mankind, and 
in nothing more than in Religious Socier 


ty. 


As for thoſe »/eful Hints, which you ſuggeſt 
from the Heads of Arguments ſubſcrib'd by our 
Miniſters of different Sets, we have reaſon ta 
look upon as Impertinent, further than the 
Caſes are parallel; yet ſeeing you are willing 
to make ſomerhing on't, we will appeal to 
your ſelves, and to all the World, that have 
obſerv'd the Grounds and Circumſtances of the 
Breaches that have been made vpon us, and 
the Controverſies that have been- now almoſt 
theſe forty Years depending between us, whe- 
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ther we or our Miniſters*did ſeparate front, 
you, before the utmoſt Endeavours were us'd,, 


by Remonſtrances, Arguments, Petitions, In- 
treaties and Accommodations, but all in vain 
to prevent our Departure, or rather our Ex- 
cluſion from you. You were reſolved to kick 
us out of your Communion, and now you 
upbraid us for leaving' you without your Cor 


ſent. Ard as for what you quote us out of 


St. Cyprian, ſpeaking of the Novatiens, and ont 
of St. Chryſoſtom againſt the Separatiſts of thoſe 
Times, we ſhal) rake our felves to be.concern'd 
in when you have truly parallelled the Caſe, 
and prov'd your ſelves and your Church to 
be as pure in Do@rin, and as far from a Ty- 
rai. nical Impoſing of new Conditions of Com- 
munion as they- were; and us to be as Here- 
tical and Corrupt in DoQtrin and Manners, as 
the Schiſmaticks of their Days were : But till 
this be done, you do but abuſe your Authors 
and expoſe your ſelf. 


IT. Having done with the Amor, you draw 
np your Forces againſt the Major ; and here 
yon endeavour oo choak ns with your 4; zp=',:Cu 
of Catholick Union, and begin to plead 


From the Atſardity of ſaying we are One 
with You, being atvided from you as we are. And 
how is this? Net in D oftrin, any further than 
you are divided from Chriſt, nor any mote 
than you are Civided among your ſelves; not 
in Hfction, vnlef the Diviſion be wholly on 
your-tide; not in any thing wherein the Vita- 
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lity- of Eſſence of the Catholick Chriſtian 
Union doth conkſt : Ay, but we are divided 
from you, as to outward Communion, and, there- 
fore can, never be One with you, whatever the 
Union be, in any other Reſpeas, as if Ens and 
Unun did now ceaſe to be Convertible Terms, - 
as heretofore they were alway taken to be, 
We are divided as to outward: Communion, and 
that mortally deſtroys the Union, True, Sir, 
we are, to our ſorrow, thus divided from you 
and by you. And now being thus divided; 
The Church, both Univerſal and Particular muſt 
be confider”d as a Political Body ; and then if a 
Company mithdraw themſeives from it, and ſhake, 
off all Dependance on it and Communion wlth it 
(all Communion, if you ſpeak this to us, you 
muſt mean all, outward Commugion, in thoſe 
Ceremonious Acts. of Worſhip, and Matters, 
of Diſcipline that lie 1a Congroveltie betwixt 
ns) they cannot be of the ſame Body that they 
deſerted. And then it .muſt needs follow, 
That Your Church being Politically in Com- 
munion with the CATHOLICK, and 
Oars out of Communion with you, we are but as 
ſo many dead Branches that have loſt their Uni- 
on with the Body, and all the Influxes of Life 
from the Head. How gladly then would you 
ſee us in the Fire, that you may warm your 
ſelves by us? Sure tis well for thoſe of us 
you are ſo angry with, that the AF, De He- 
roticis. comburendis is repeal'd, But this Infer- 
ence of yours you pretend to illuſtrate by ſe- 
veral pat Inſtances, The Empire of Perſia, you 
ſay, was one Body under Darius z but was not ſo 
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when divided into ſeveral Kingdoms under the Suc- 
ceſſors of Alexander, Very critically obſerv'd 
when thus divided, they were not Ore parti- 
cular Political Body as before, yet were they 
true parts of One and the ſame Univerſal 
World ſtill, tho* divided into particular Na- 
tional Polities, yet united till in all the com- 
mon Intereſts of Human Nature and Society. 
So a City « one Body ; but the Colonies that 
iſſue out from it, and are form'd into other 
Cities, under their own proper Laws and Ju- 
riſdiftion, cannot be Numerically, and perhaps 
are not Specificially one Political Body; yet 
they are one Kingdom, and govern'd by the ſame 
common Laws and Statutes of the Kingdom : 
And what the Kingdom is the worſe for this 
Variety, or Diverſification of particlar Poli- 
tical Forms, no Man can tell. Nay, ſuppoſe 
this Separation be made by a Revolt, or Diſ- 
like of the Conſtitution of the Government 
of the City, or of their Manners and Forma- 
lities, and without the Publick Conſent; we 
hope this will not Out-law them, nor Disfran- 
chize them of any of their National Privile- 
ges and Rights, as long as they behave them- 
ſelves with due Loyalty to their Sovereign, 
and peaceably to their Fellow-Subjetts. Now, 
you ſay, a Church hath this Communion with a 
City, and with all. Corporations, , Very true, ſa 
the Church at Jerxſalem was once the Univer- 
ſal Church and Goſpel Metropolis : But if all thoſe 
particular Churches that * have been ſeparated 
from it, into Political Bodies, not only Nu- 
merically, but Specifically diſtin, under their 

own 
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own Laws and Forms of*Government, Wor- 
ſhip and Diſcipline, and different from that 
of the firſt Mother-Church,* from which they 
iſued, be no more Churches becauſe of theſe 
different outward Communions, wherein they 
are not one with the firſt Church, nor with 
one another; then it muſt needs follow that 
Tou are no more a Church of Chriſt than We; 
and ſo you have thus far ſet ns on even 
Ground with your ſelves; nor hath any one 
need to renounce the uſe of the Words, or affrone 
the common Senſe of Mankind to draw this 
Concluſion from your Premiſes. | 


2, You plead from a ſuppoſed Inconſiftency it 
hath with Church Government, and its Deſtruftive- 
neſs of the Church it ſelf ; and a vain excuſe, you 
ſay *rwill be for Men 10 ſay, that they are at an 
Agreement with the-Church in Dcrin, while, by 
their Diviſions they are tearing the Church in 
Pieces, And this you are at the Pains to [lln- 
ſtrate, by Compariſons Military, Civil and 
Domeſtick, as if it were an hard Matter to 
beat this Notion into Mens Heads. But when 
all is dong, you won't imagine how little We 
think our ſelves concern'd in itz for you 
have granted us, and we cannot forget it, that 
it muſt be a Cauſcleſs Separation, or elſe it is not 
what you are declaiming on; therefore till 
it appear that our Separation from the Church 
of England is Cauſeleſs, we are not the Perſons 
that are like to be hurt by your Arrows. And 
as for our Officers, by whoſe .Conda@t we are 
guided in the Matters of God and of our: Souls, 

| they 
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they are neither Mutinous, nox Seditious, nor 
Self-Intruders, as by your Compariſons you 
would Infinuate, but generally as well qualify'd, 
and altogether as lawfully call'd. and commiſſi- 
on'd, and as fully inveſted with the miniſterial 
Office, according to the Rules of the Holy 
Scriptures, as. any of your Selves, as we have 
already prov'd; ſo that this Argument you 
may -now lay aſide among your broken 


"Weapons , till you find a proper Occaſion for 


It. 


3- You argue from its Inconſiſiency with the 
Notion of Schiſm, as it is expreſs'd in the Holy 
Scripture, 1, e. If the Scripture-Notion of Schiſm 


* were the ſame with Yours. And for this your 


only Inſtance is the Schiſm that was once in the 
Church of Corinth, where every one ſaid, / 
am of Paul, or I of Apollas, or 1 of Cephas. 
But this Faction among the Diſciples at Co- 
74ath, you told us in your ſecond Sefjor, was 
but a Schiſm within the Church, not from it , 
and therefore will not give us the full Notion 
of Schiſm, according to your own apprehen- 
ſion .of it. But we will let this paſs for an 
Impertinence, having already granted you more 
than this Inſtance can pretend to prove, viz. 
that Oneneſs in Dotrin 1s not always enough to 
juſtify a Separation from outward Communion. 
*Tis in your mifapplying it to us that your 
great Miſtake lies, ſuppoſing-that our Separatt- 
on from you is as Cauſgle/s as were the FaQtious 
Diviſions of thoſe in the Church of Corimh , 
which is the Thing that's yet to . be prov'd. 

But 
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But it ſeems to us by the Tenour of your Diſ- 
courſe from top to bottom ; that let a Church 
be what it will, either as to its Conſtitution, or 
its individual Members, ever fo Carrupt -in . 
Do@tcin, SuperMiicious in Worſhip, or Filthy in 
Converſation, and degenerated. from: Scripture 
Rules and Inſtitutzionz yet while they hold to- 
gether in outward Communion, as the Church of 
Rome hath done, both before and ſince the Pro- 
teſtant Reformation, there is nothing in jt that 
deſerves the Name of Schiſm, or that will juſti- 
fie a Seperation from it. Pray tell us plainly 
whoſe Cauſe it is you are pleading under the 
Name of the Church of England ? Have you ne- 
ver confider'd the Differences that there were 
in the Apoltle's Days between the Churches of 
the Chriſtian Jewes and thoſe of the Gentwes, in 
reſpe& of Rites and Ceremonies and outward Com- 
munion; and don't you know to what a height 
theſe Differences were kept np by the Churches 
that were ſtill ſo fond of their old Way, that there 
was no Uniting them in this Point ? That Paul, 
for his Non-Conformity to ?em, could not ſhew 
his Face among 'em at Jerufalem, without dan- 
ger of his Life? Have you not read what a feud 
there was once between Him and Peter on this 
Account, Gal. 2.11,12, 13, 14. And how much 
ado (the Apoſtle Paul had to preſerve the 
- Churches of the Gentiles from being bigotted 

to their Superſtitions ? Now pray tell us, whe- 
ther th2 Church at Jeruſalem, or that at Antioch 
were the true Church z - or whether of theſe 
Two you will pleaſe to cut off for the Schiſ- 
maiick; or whether the Catholick Urion were 
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preſery'd between them both, notwithſtanding 
theſe wide Deffences and Diſſentions in exter- 
nal Rites and Communion ? But if theſe were 
ſtill One in Catholick Union, we ugderſtand not : 
How leſs Matters than theſe ſhould make the 
Conformiſts and Non-Conformiſts of England 
. to be Two, ſoas that We muſt be condemn'd for 
Schiſmaticks rather than Tos, | 


4. You argue from the Scripture Diſtintion of 
the Schiſmatick from the approv'd; and then tell 
us that thoſe that live in Corformity to your Church 
are the approved and the beloved of God, ay, Sir, 
the approved Drunkards and Swearers, the be- 
loved Woremongers and Adulterers, &c. for 
ſuch are too many of thoſe who are allowed 
Communion with you ; but we are the Schi/- 
maticks , and the Reprobates , becauſe you have 
caſt us ovt, and will not admit vs to your 
Communion without Conformity to your Cere- 
monies. Doth not the Church of Rome tell us 
the ſame thing ? How generally and looſly do 
you talk of Conformity to the Church, with- 
out making any difference of what is Good, or 
what is Evil in it, or what will juſtify a, Sepa- 
ration from it, and what will not; the ſame 
Argument ſerves indifferently both Rome and 
Tow. The high Preſumption you- have of your 
Purity, and the Inoffenſiveneſs of your Terms 
of Communion 1s no more than what is com- 
mon to the Biggots of the corrupteſt Church 
and FaQtion in the World ; But till it be bet- 
ter prov'd than hitherto it hath been, you muſt 
excuſe us that we tannot take You to be the 

Apprav'd, 
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Approv'd, ſo as to condemn or Selves for the 
Schiſmaticks, in not Communicating with ,you 
on ſuch Terms as the Holy Scripture doth not 
To and our own Conſciences are not fatif- 
y din. | 


{ II. Your Second, It has been ſaid, which you 

call our Second Argument, rans thus. That in 
the Apoſile's Days there were independent and ſepa- 
rate Churches planted in the ſame City. But ſtill 
you think it too much to be at the Charge of 
producing our Axthor, or putting it into Forms 
of Argument., without which you do but juggle 
with-us, and miſrepreſent us to the World. 
How far you intend to ſtretch your Independency 
of Charches, we cannot Divine 3 or whether by 
Independent Churches you mean Churches, or 
Congregations only Separate as to outward Come 
munion in the ſame City; How then ſhall we 
form this into an Argament, but in your own 
ambiguous Terms ? And then it will Hypothe- 
tically look thus, 


If there were Independent and ſeparate Churches 
planted in the Apoſtle's Days, in the ſame 
City, then are not the Independent and ſe- 
parate Churches now in England Schiſms- 
tical. 


But there were Independent and Separate 
Churches planted in the Apoſtle"'s Days in- 
the ſame City, Erg. 


And now that it is hrought into this Logical 
Order for you, we know nat who will own = 
| | | either 
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either Major or Minor. If thoſe that, among 
vs,- are call'd Independents, will own it, et them 
Anfrer for themſelves. But, as fur as'/ir- con- 
cers us, we donbt you will have 'no great Rea- 
ſon to triamph in it, by that time we have exa- 
min'd it. 


The Conſequence of the Major we deny ; be- 
cauſe in the Apoſtle*'s Days , (there might be, 
and we have Reaſon to think there were, but 
too many Independent and 'Separate :Churches 
planted in the Tame Cities, by thoſe falſe Teaoch- 
ers, who then crept into the Churches, and 
drew Diſciples efter them, and of whom the 
Apoſtles ofren complain'd, A#.20 30. Fd, 19, 
3. Foh. to. Yet thus your invidious Charity re- 
preſents'us, that'yon may, if poſſible, perſwade 
the World to believe, that we are the Perſogs 
whom the Apoſtles praphecy'd and complain*d 
of, and-whom 'the Scripture condemns for Schi/- 
maticks, &Cc. 


As for your 24:0r, That there were ſuch 17. 
dependent Churches planted in the Apoſtles Days 
if you mean, by ſuch as Schiſmatically Separated 
themſelves, we will grant it, but if you mean, 
planted by the Apoſtles themſelves, as your 
following Diſcourſe on it plainly intimates , 
let them, that think themſelves ſo.highly con- 
cern'd in it, Diſpute it out, for *cwil] be even 
all one to Us.on whether ſide the Victory ſhall 
fall. 


| On this Argument yo-- have left us little to 


do, but to expeRt the Iſſue of the Squabble be- 
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twixt yon ahd your Learned Dr. Hammond ; who 
tells you, '** That as St. Perer was the Apoſtle 
<< of the Circumciſion, and St. Paw of the'Gen- 
© tiles; ſo whenfoeyer thefe Two-great Apo- 
ſtles came 'to the fame City , - the one con- 
« ſtantly apply'd himfelf to the Fews, receiv'd 
<«< Diſciples of ſuch, form'd them into-a'Qhurch, 
© and teftithem, when/he departed 'that Regi- 
<*..o0n, to be Govern'd by ſome 'Biſhop- of his 
* own Aſlignation, And'the Other-in like man- 
© -ner-did the ſame to the - Gentiles. And this 
1s what 'you endeavonr very 'Learnedly to Re- 
Fute. Sir, We will not preſame 'to intrude 
our ſelves as Moderators, between' you's thow- 
ever. you may give vs leave 'to gather up 
ſome 'of the :great Spoyles of the Field, at 
leaſt aifew of the broken Arrows'\, 'to- warn 
our ſelves by, 'Now, 'that the 'Apoſtles'them- 
ſelves were free'to-Communicate, 'ion'all 'Occa- 
ſions, 'both with Fews and Gentiles, 'is' moſt cer- 
tain, 'knowing that'the Partitian-Wall being now 
broken down, they both made but Ore Catho- 
lick Church under Chriſt the Cathdlick Head. 
But it is as certain, -that -it-wes long 'before the 
Old Bottles could hold the -NNew Wine, without 
burſting ; Hence'it is that there were, for the 
firſt Age, ſach Differences and -Diſtances be- 
tween the Jewiſh and Gentile Converts z that 
they could endure no Religions Commanion 
with one another. *Tis true, this Heat aroſe 
on the Few's Side, who were'ſtill fo ſaperſtiti- 
ouſly Zealons for their Old Ceremonies; and *cis 
a common Obſervation, that the Weaker and 
more Super ſtitious are always the more obſti- 
nately 
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nately Hot for the Exteriors of R-ligion , and 
more for the Shadow than the Subſtance of ir. 
But ſo it: was that they would admit no other 
than a Few, or Jewiſh Proſelyre into their Com- 
munion, or into any of their Synagogues, at 
leaſt not into their Temple, as appears by Paul's 
hard Caſe at Fernſalem, A#. 21. 20. &c. So 
that whether or no they were at firſt Apoſtoli- 
cally Conſtituted, as diſtin&t Churches, -under 
their proper Biſhops in one and the ſame City ; 
this is moſt evident, that they had their diffe- 
rent Forms of Woſhip and Religious Rites, and 
diſtin& Communions and Aſſemblies, whether 
under one City or Dioceſan Biſhop or more. 
Neither do all theſe Arguments wherewith the 
Apoſtle laboured to defend his Gentile Converts 
againſt the 01d- Leaven of the Judaizing Zealots, 
and to convince the Fews of their unchriſtian 
Bigottry againſt the Simplicity and Liberty of the 
Goſpel, and ro maintain the ſacred Bond of 
Union and Peace among them, prove that they 
were not of different Outward Communions, yea 
elſe why ſhould he ſay ro the Fews, 1became as 4 
Few, &c, 1 Cor, g. 20. &c. But he only en- 
deavours to calm the Heats of their Spirits to- 
wards one another, that they ſhould not lay 
the mighty ſtreſs of eternal Salvation on theſe 
little Things; but notwithſtanding theſe Dif- 
ferences, which could not be cur'd but by Time, 
they ſhould receive and embrace one another, 
as Fellow-Members of one and the ſame univer- 
ſal myſtical Body. 


And 
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And now I will-tell you in few words, -how' 
far Toz and We are concerned in this'your” Diſ- 
pute wirh-the Dr.:- Kirher there were -Indepen- 
dent and Separate - Churches planted -by the 
Apoſtles in the ſame City, or there , were. not, 
Utrum borum, &c. 1t there were, - then, 

1. Your Dr. was in the right, and you un- 
der a miſtake in oppoling him. 

2. What was done by the Apoſtles, rules 
the - caſe under the like circumſtances, . to Us, 
an to all other Churches to the” World's 
end. 

3. If there were ſuch a Diviſion of Outward 
Communton among the Churches of the Apo- 
{tle's own planting , and: by their Allowance 
and Order ; then the- Differences of Oztward 
Communion deſtroy not the Catho/rck Union :- 
But the Church is truly One by ſome ſurer and 
more adequate Bond than that of Unitormiry 
of Outward Communion. | 

On the other iide, if all the Churches of 
the Apoſtles planting: were always One 14 . Out- 
ward Communion ; then were not the Ceremo- 
nies in Controverfhe between the Jews and 
Gentiles ever made the neceſſary Terms of therr 
Communion; bur every one had his Liber- 
ty, according the Senriments of his own Con- 
ſcience, and private Judgment, of uſing or not 
uing them: Becauſe otherwiſe Outward Com- 
munion had been utterly impracticable. Now 
whether of theſe rwo you will chule, is very 
indifterent to Us ; becauſe either of them will 
anſwer well enough for Us in what you, here: 
Objett againſt us. And what now is become of 
your Notion of Carholick Unity, let any one 

E Judge 
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judge that -hath but the cormand of one ſo- 
ber Thought. 

HI. The next thing that you are pleasd to 
produce in our Names, and call one of our 
Arguments, is this; That Feſis Chriſt hath de- 
| clard, that where two or three are gathered 
together in bis Name, be is in the midſt of 
them: And that we Aſſemble in this manner, 
and are therefore aſſurd of his favourable 
Preſence. Here alfo Juftice would have quo- 
ted us its Author, and Art would have lick'd 
it into Form forus; that ſo we might have 
ſeen the proper Dimenſions and Strength of it as 
an Argument. Now , in Logical Form, we 
humbly conceive it will look after this faſhi- 
on, and ſpeak to thiseftect, 


Thoſe that are gathered together, with 
Chrift in the midſt of them, are no Schiſ- 
matical Aſſembly. 

But we are gathered together with Chriſt 
in the midſt of 1s. Erg, 


But becauſe the ſtuff you * have here laid to- 
gether for Us, will not regularly be compre- 
hended within the compaſs of one ordinary Syl- 
logiſm, it will be needful to ſupport the Minor, 
which ſeems to ro be moſt in danger, with ano- 
ther to this purpoſe. 


Thoſe that are gatbered together in the 
_ of Chriſt, have Chriſt in the midſt 
of "em. 

But we are gathered together in the 
Name of Chriſt. Erg. 


SIR, 


S I R, Though we own the Scriprure out of 
which you - quote - us theſ® Words , Marth. 
18. 20. in the true ſenſe and meaning of 
them, and bleſs God for the Gracious Promiſe 
contain'd in them, | yet as we never offered 
them as a Reaſon of our Separation from your 
Communion, 10 neither do we own them as an 
Argument to juſtifie our ſo doing. You herein 


trifle with us. Had you durſtto have engaged 


our Arguments, you would not have made 
your ſelf ſport with theſe /77r/e Things, which 
are juſtly enough liable to ſo many exceprions. 
Bur this, it ſeems, is a Reed, which you have 
borrowed from the O!d Novations to finite Us 
with; and with theſe you ſhould have left, it 
or ſome others of that Charatter ; and nor in 
imitation of the Old Woman at Erndor, have 
raiſed up the Ghoſt of St. Cyprian to read us a 
Doom, till you had firft ſubſtantially proved, 
that we are the Perfons of whom Sr. Cyprian 
ſpake. But this indeed is an Argument that 
you make light of, and ſo do we. 

IV. Your Fourth, Ir hath been ſad, is of the 
ſame Complexion and Value wirh the former. 
The Poſtu/atum that lies in queſt between us, 
is, Whether our Separating from the Church of 
England, #7 outward Communion, be Schiſm? 
And to prove our Innocency herein, you pre- 
rend that we produce the words of rhe Apoſtle 
Pal, Phil. x. 15, and 18. That Pau/ rejoiced 
thar*Chriſt was Preached even by thoſe Men 
that did it ont of Envy and Strife ; and if the 
Caſeofour Preachers were as bad as this, as long 
as they Preach _— IWe have no reafon wo 
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follicitous about their Ca/!, nor You to be offend- 
ed at their Work, This we ſuppoſe you put' in 
to make up 'the Ha/f Dozen: But it you 
| would repreſent it as one of our Arguments, 
you ſhould have ſqueezed it into ſuch a Sy/lo- 
8:/m as this, that we might have known what 
to make on't. : 


If the Preaching of Chriſt, though out 
of Envy and Strife, were _ of re- 
orcing to Paul; then the Preaching of 
Chriſt, though out of Envy, and without a 
Call, (whichyou force into the Argument) 
7 not Schiſmatical- 

But our Miniſters do Preach Chriſt, 


whatever their Principles, or their Call to 


the Office be. Erg. 


We wiſh you would do us the right to tell 
us, from whom of Us you got this Argument : 
Poffibly, ſome good Body or other, that was not 
ſo well-pleas'd with your Rzgovrs in ſtopping the 
Mouths of ſo many Hundreds of our Mini- 
ers at once, may have ſaid, That if Pa/did 
rejoice that Chriſt was faithfully Preached, 
though by ſuch as envied his Fame and Liberty 
in the Goſpel; then you of the Church of 
England have done very unlike to the Bleſſed 
Paul, in filencing ſo many of the Able and 
Faithful Miniſters of Chriſt, who would have 
Preached him Sincerely and Peaceably , and 
from a Principle of Love to the Souls of Men ; 
and that had as much a Ca/! to Preach as To 
And if you will, as you ought, take it thus, 
and call it an Argument , We will own RY a 

ober 
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ſober Reaſonning of the Caſe with you, who- 
ever were the fhrſt Author of it. But when 
you mock us with the — Straw of your 
own ſtuffing, you deal with Us, as they dealt 
of old with the Chriſtians, whom they put in- 
to Bears Skins and Fools Coats, to be laught at 
by the Mob, and worried by the Beaſts : And 
ſo you deal with our Miniſters. 

1. By repreſenting them to be ſuch as take 
on them the Work of the Miniſtry, without a 
Call to that Office; the contrary whereof we 
have already. proved. 

2. In ſaying that Pau/'s Enviers Preached to 
none but the Infidels, (which is more than you 
pretend to prove) intimating, that if you could 
bur get our Minifters baniſhed into Amerrca, 
or any other [nfide/ part of the World, to 
Preach the Goſpel to them that never yer heard 
Cz then you will rejoice too, as Paul 

id. 

2. In accufing them of Envy and Strife, 
as, the main Principle that ' ſets them ;on 
work to Preach Chrift here ſo near ro your 
Noſes ; wherein you make your felt a Judge 
of evil Thoughts. 

4. By your implicit complaint, how much 
they exerciſe your Patience and Self-denjal, as 
thoſe of old did Pax/s. Yet would you but 
lay afide your own Envy and Prejudices, yon 
might, on much more comfortable Grounds, 
conclude, as the Apoſtle rhere doth, that this 
their Preaching would be to your Advantage, 


and Beneficial both to the Church and to your 
ſelves too. 


E 3 V. The 


1) 

V. The next Argument that you can afford 
us, is this ; That toe are only returned to thoſe 
whom we had forſaken before , and that we 
might do this, fiance we had the Indulgence, or 
the Liberty granted to us by the Law. 

Before we meddle with this Argument, let 
us turn it into Form after its Fellows, and ſee - 
how it will look then, . and who they are that 
will own it. -But in Syllogiſm it makes this 
Figure. - 


For a People to return to thoſe Mi- 
} a__ whom they bad forſaken before, 
when they have Liberty granted them by 
the Law ſo to do, #s no Schiſm. 
But we have now Liberty granted us 
to return to thoſe Miniſters whom we had 
forſaken before. Erg. 


Sir, It would look very ingeniouſly, if you 
would now at laſt pleaſe to tell us, trom what | 
Author of Ours you took this Topping Argu- 
gument, which perhaps you think, and would 
have others to think, is one of the beſt we 
have to defend our ſelves with. The truth is, 
were it not for the Law that protects Us, we 
ſhould be badly able to defend our ſelves againſt 
Church-violence; fand doubtleſs there are | 
Summer-flies enough among Us , whoſe De- | 
votion depends on this Liberty which the Law 
hath given us: But had we not better Reaſons to 
juſtific our Cauſe againſt your. Argumentations, 
we ſhould think our ſelves in an ill Caſe. 

'Tis hardly worth our labour to follow you 
in all that you harrangue on this Head. You 


ſay, 


fay, If our Separation was Sinful before we 
Conform'd, our return to it muſt be Sinful, 
And we think ſo too, For the Law bath not 
alter d the Caſe, as to the Nature of the thing, 
Wherefore your firſt Exquizy upon it is very 
pertinent, viz. Whether our Separation before 
we Conformed were Sinful. But inſtead of En- 
quiring, you take it for granted that it was {o; 
and ſay, 'tis clear from what went before, 
i, e. from your notion of Carbolick ig 
which we have examin'd, and think that by 
this time you have little Reaſon to Glory in it. 
But if thisprove to be no c/ear evidence againſt 
us, then it 1s not yet c/22r that our Separation 
from you is Cauſeleſs, and therefore S:7fzl and 
Schiſmatical, And we hope we have already 
ſaid enough to deſtroy that Infant-notion of 
Catholick Unity in your Senſe, if we may but 
obtain an unbyaſſed Judgment upon ir. Nei- 
ther do we need that Objettion you here make 
for us, That many of 1s were never Members 
of the Cburch- of England, and therefore no 
eſerters of it. Wecommend you that you 
will be careful to raiſe no Objeftions, but what 
ou think you can-Anſwer. But you muſt fiſt 
tter prove that our Separation is Cayſeleſs, 
and then we {hall think our ſelves concerned to 
take notice of what you ay. Fd 
Sir, Weare aſhamed-:to hear a Proteſtant 
pleading io like a Papiſt for a Prieftly Swceeſ- 
ſion ;, concluding that the Office of the Goſpel- 
Miniftry is utterly extin&t, without your Epr/- 
ay Ordination. Had not this Antiſcriptural, 
haritable, Church-deſtroying Pretenfion been 
lo long ago baffled, ao theretore deſerted by 
4 rac 
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the Wiſeſt - and moſt Learned of your own 
Communion, as well as by the Judgment of 
- all Foreign: Pror-ftant Divines, we ſhould not 
have- wondered ſo much art you. Wherefore 
we ſhall notnow Rem toties altam agere, but 
leave you firſt to anſwer what hath been by {o 
many,- and with ſo convincing Evidence written 
on this ſubjett; whoſe Names we need not 
mention-to one that is ſo well acquainted with 
Books as you are. In the m-an time we can- 
not bur make a very particular Obſervation on 
the Ebullition of your Gall againſt the Lzberty 
we rnow enjoy by the Benefit of the Law - 
'tis- well for' us that this was not granted us 
(as once) by a Dzſpencing Power, to which 
the late Reigns pretended, but by a Better-de- 
fignd and Well adviſed A# of King and Par- 
lament. - For to give vs here a Taſte of the 
Volarility of your Spirre of Charity, you are 
bold to ſuggeſt. that We are-nort the Perſons 
that come within the intent of that A, and 
therefore can juſtly expett no favour from it 
becauſe (you ſay) that Aﬀ was only deſign'd 
to grove eaſe to Tender Conſciences, but ours 
are not of that number, becauſe not of the ſame 
Latitude with yours. Oh how do your Fin- 
gers itch to be at your old Work with us a- 
gain? What a grief of Heart is the Indulgence, 
which our Governours have ſo Graciouſly and 
ſo Neceffarily granted us? How fain would you 
cut us off from the ProteCtion of the Larws, un- 
| der which we liveas, Loyally and Obcdiently as 
any of your ſelves? And all becauſe we have 
forſaken your Ceremonies, and defire to Wor- 
{hip God in a way more agreeable to the Scri- 
RG - pture 
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pture Simplicity of the Goſpel, and more ex- 
perimentally conducive to the Spiritual Good 


| -and Ecernal Happineſs of our own Souls. We 
ſee by this, that Pay! was never in greater 


danger at Jeruſalem on the account of his 
Nontonformity;' than We ſhould be of Tov 


{hould: the 


ernment but once more let you 


looſe upon Us. Butthat We are none of the Ten- 
der Conſciences, that come within the 'intent of 


the 4, you pretend to prove; ' by - our former 


Conforming to you, and Communion wirh you; 
wherein you-preſume'that we were then fariſ- 
fied, and thought it lawful. Ay, Sir, we once 
thought it lawful (7. e. not abſolutely, or in 
it ſelf Sinful) when we either knew no better, 
or could ger no better ; arid we are of the fame 
Mind fill, as we have once already told you, 
and to which (to avoid repetition) we would 
referr you ; having (for illuſtration ofthe+Cale) 


firſt given you this Familiar S:mzlirude; There , ,;,.. 5 
was a time in Samaria when an Aſſe's Head 25, 


was fold for Fourſcore Pieces of Silver, and 
the fourth part of a Cab of Dove's Dung for 
Five Pieces of Silver : There was nothing ſo 
Ceremonially or Naturally unclean, but was 
Hungrily fed upon, and not one queſtioned the 
Lawtfulneſs of it, fo that there were no Murder 
in the Caſe : To the Hungry Soul every bitter 
thing was ſweet. But: when the Siege was 


broken u 
Plenty o 


# 


and the Gates were opened; and 4 
11 Good Food was come, ſhould the 


Princes have Monopoliz'd it, and by a ſevere 
Edi& interdifted the free uſe of ir, and con* + 
tin'd the People to the uſe of ſuch things for 


kiad and meaſure, as they had foun 


d in their 


extremi- 
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extremity would paſs down with them, and 
- was juſt enough to keep Soul and Body toge- 
ther, and condemn all ſuch to Fines, or Priſons, 
or Baniſhment, that ſhould dare, though never 
fo peaceably and temperately, to make uſe of 
the Plenty that God had given them; would 
not your Charity think this to be a little hard ? 
And truly, while we think our Souls ſo much . 
better and nearer to us than our Bodies, we 
| = take it very kindly- to be ſo dealt with 
y Tos. . 
Laſtly, To take your fair leave of this Ar _ 
gument, you tell us, that you are far from de. 
rogating trom the Authority of Secular Princes * 
But we muſt tell you, that you are not fo far 
as would better become you, from reflecting 
on the Wiſdom and Juſtice of thoſe that are 
in Supream Authority over you, and by whoſe 
diſtinguiſhing Favour it is that you enjoy your 
Eccleſ/aftical 7p, 046 ond and We ozr Chriſti- 
an Liberty of Conſcience, and Immunity from 
the rigour of Penal Laws. 


VL. You have now brought us to what you 
Call our Sixth Argument ;, and that you may 
ſhew how bountiful you can be, and how 
willing to make the moſt of what we have to 
fay for our ſelves, you have _ divided 
this Ore for us into Three, The Bulk of the 
Argument we perceive lies thus. 


' That the way of the Separation 3s prefer- 
able » as of the TD Charch, L - Of 
the Church of England. Erg. 


We 


"5 RIO 

We Anſwer, that to chuſe that which is the 
more excellent, and kaving now Lyberty given 
us ſotodo, we hope is no Schiſm., ar leaft in 
our Caſe. And to ſuftult our Major, you have 
found out for us Three other Subſervient Argus 
ments, which yet you ſay are cut off, by rbe Sn- 
fulnsſe of our Separation : So that it ſeems your 
Goodneſs never intended they ſhould do us any 
real Service. And thus you could have found 
it in your Heartto have diſmiſed tbem without 
farther Conſideration. Bur becauſe you appre- 
hend there is ſome ftreſs laid upon 'em, and 
ro make your Triumph the greater , lox thought 
fit to bring them wnder a diſtin Examinetion, 
wherein we {hall follow you with a very obſe- 
quious diligence. . 

I. It hath been ſaid, that in the way of 
Separation we enjoy purer Ordinaxces ; Or- 
dinances that are freer from Ceremony , and the 
addition of things not commanded, x 4. ſet as 
at a greater diſtance from Popery, &c. - But 
to rid your ſelt of this way of Arguing, you 
endeayour to {mother it under a Heap of. Ab- 
ſurdities, which they fall into, who would ex- 
clude from Religion all things not commanded ; 
and who make the greateſt diſtance from the 
Church of Rome, (from which you ſeem Jea- 
lous of being drawn too far) the Standard of 
the beſt Reſormation. And then you make us 2 
long Quotation of the groſs Abſurdities of thoſe 
Men, whom you call the more Rigid Separetiſts, 
out of Baylie's (Diſſraſrue, and Paget's 4rr0w 
againſt Separation  Wherein we are not coft- 
cerned, unleſs it be, as you well adviſe, to cau- 
tion us againſt the like wild ——"" 

is 
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This we take kindly enough from you , and 
that we may not lye long in your Debt in this 
kind, we think it as ſeaſdnable to defire-you 
to confider by what Means,and Degrees the 
Church of Rome arrivd to its ax in Su- 
perftirtion' and Idolatry: Whether ſome ſuch 
few uncommanded Ceremonies, which you ſo 
zealouſly retain, and unwarrantably impoſe, 
were not the firſt Ne/-Eggs, to which all the 
reſt were laid : Whether they are not now as 
productive of more as ever they were, when 
an occaſion {hall offer; and whether there: are 
not enough now in E7g/ajd that do expett it, 
and have prepared their Neſts for it > Whether 
your few Ceremonies have not the ſame rela- 
tion* ad ſubſervient tendency to the grofler 
Superſtition and Idolatries of Rome, as the 
High Places of the Jews, which ſome of their 
Reforming Kings, through the inftigation of 
their Prieſts were io loth Ito let go, were of 
the grofier Idolatries of the Heathen And 
whether you are not as much concerned to be- 
ware of leading your ſelves and others into 
the Gulph of the fouleft Superſtition by an 
abuſe of your Power, as we have to beware 
that others run not out into Extreams by our 
doing but our Duty. 

You feem to grant us, with the generality of 
your Conformiſts, That there 7s nothing to be 
admitted as an Eſſential part of God's Worſhip, 
that is not the ſubjeft of a Divine Precept : 
But would you not then by an i77uendo, have 
us to believe, that ſome Integral Parts may be 
admitted without any ſuch Precept 2 Which 
you had need to prove, before we can be my 

or- 


C77 1 
forward to believe. But then you ſay indefi- 
nitely, That External Rites and Circumſtances 
of Worſhip (whether Engliſh, or Romiſh, Few- 
iſh, Greek, or Barbarten,) are of another Na- 
ture; and indeed we think ſo too , but. being 
not forbidden of God, expreſly, or by conſe- 
quence, are not Sinful. And herein we ſhould 
agree too, could it but be once agreed, what is 
by conſequence forbidden. For our parts, wefare 
apt to think that the conſequence of thoſe firſt 
words of the Second Commandment, and all 
thoſe Scriptures of the O/d Teſtament , that 
condemn the ufing of any thing in God's Wor- 
ſhip,” which He hath nor commanded or requi- 
red: That that of Marrh. 15. 9. and that of 
the Apoſtle, Coloſ. 2. 20, 21, 22. will go far 
to condemn all thoſe Rites and Ceremonies 
us d in Divine Worſhip which are of Men's In- 
vention, and not necellary ex netura ret, what- 
ever theis pretended uſefulneſs on the account 
of their fignificancy be. Belides, for the aggra- 
vation of our Guilt, and our fuller Convicti- 
on, you would have us to conſider how few of 
theſe are required of us as Private Men. 
To which we reply. that this brings to our 
Minds, how Lot on a better Principte, and ro 
better Purpoſe, once pleaded for Zoar, Is it 
not alittle one ?® But whether there be few 
or many, we know no Power you have to re- 
quire, nor any warrant we have to admit of 
any ; for he that may require oe, may, on 
your Principles, require- ad /:b!t#m, as many 
aS he will. Bur thar it{hould be impoſlible to 
preſerve Peace and Orderin the Church without a 


Con- 
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Conformity to theſe things, is owing only to 
the diſorder of your own Spleens, and your 
pertinacious Zeal for them. Would you but 
give every one his Liberty in theſe things which 
your ſelves call zndifferent, according to the 
Apoftle's Rule, Rom. 14. © alibi, we know 
not who would diſturb the Churches Peace a- 
bout them. 

You ſay, That in the Primitrve Church, as 
many Ceremonies were uſed, as now are requi- 
red by the Church of England ;, andwhat if we 
grant that there were as many, and more, will 
you argue from the Primitive Churches ufing to 
your Churches requiring and impoling 2 Or do 
you know which way to prove that their Kfe7s 
of Charity, or Kiſs of Peace, or the Womar's 
Varl, were of the Apoſtles Appoimment or In- 
ftiturion 2? *Tis true, the Apoſtle argues the De- 
cency of the Woman's being cover'd, and of the 
Man's being uncover'd in the Place and Time 
of God's ſolemn Worſhip, 1 Cor. 11. But as for 
the Matter or Mode of the Covering, he hath 
lett this to every one's Liberty, for any thing we 
have yet heard of; and this being a Marter of na- 
tural Decency, as he there argues at, Ver.14.15. 
we take ir for our Duty to obſerve ; as one of our 
Miniſters in an Eſſay on that Subjett hath, not 
long ago, taught us. But the Inference you 
drew from this had need of a little better proof. 
Viz. That if the Church hath Power to lay afide 
ſuch Rites, ( for you confeſs they are Altera- 
ble, tho' yours be like the Laws of the Medes and 
Perſians ) ſo it hath Power alſo to appoint o- 
thers of the like Nature, and #s oblig'd to do ſo, 
w#pon Emergent Occcaſions, as the m—_ 
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( i.e. as the Pleaſure of your Biſh 
may dirett. for our parts, we cannot ink 
that your Conſequence is good, Viz. That be- 
cauſe the Church hath Power to Purge it ſelf of 
fome unneceſſary and offenfive Vanities, there- 
fore it hath Power to Introduce others, much leſs 
that ir is oblig'd fo todo. For we cannot believe 
that becauſe Hezetiab had Power to take down 
the Brazen Serpent, and to caſt it away as a Ne- 
buſhtan,which had been a Symbol of God's own 
Appointment, and of fo long ſtanding, that there- 
fore he had Power, or was under any Obligation 
to erect another Gambo! of his own Invention, 
to ſtand in the Room of it. 

1. Then, we will fay with yon, It zs certatn 
that the publick Worſhip of God ought to be Cele- 
| brated with ſuch Ceremonies as are ſuitable to the 
Dignity and Solemmity of the Work, and agreea- 
ble to the general Diretrons of theHoly Scripture, . 
and ( you might have added ) to the Pxrity and 
Simplicity of the Goſpel, and which are Neceſa- 
ry to the right Performance of the Work. 

2. That Ceremonies 1d in Drvine Worſhip 
ought to be 8 mr ſome Spiritug] Grace, © 
or Expreſfrve of ſome Chraſtian Duty, is certain ; 
becauſe elſe they are but Herb Fobn, Ufeleſs and 
Impertinent, which would but Aﬀrgnt the Deiry 
we pretend to Worſhip. And ſo indeed we find, 
that all the Ceremonies of Chrift's Inftieutions 
were Symbolical and Expreflive ; but to argue, 
that becauſe Chrift did inftitute ſymbolical Cere- 
monies in his Church, therefore you may do fo 
too. is what you may not expeCt our Aﬀent to, 
till you have prov'd your Power in and over 
the Church to be equal to-that of Chrrft, or ſhew 


us 
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us the Parent he hath given' you to juftifie your 
ſo doing. The little Inſtances which you pro- 
duce, of Smiting the Breaſt, Lifting up the 
Hands, in Prayer, Kneeling on the ſame Occa- 
fion, and the putting on: ſome new Garment at 
the time of Bapri/ar, have been indeed things 
taken up into common Liſe as naturally Expreſ- 
five of ſome inward Devotion, or Aﬀection of the 
Heart, or of outward Decency, and almoſt com- 
mon to all Mankind ; and when you ſhall have 
diſcoverd and prov'd any Divine Inſtitution of 
them, we will acknowledge our Sin, if at any 
time we diſuſe them on ſuch Occafions ; but to 
Argue trom the Antiquity of their Uſe, to the 
Churches impoſing Pawer, is as Orthodox and 
Valid in England, as it is in Rome or Sparn, or 
any other Church, true or falſe, in the whole 
World. 

- 3. That the H. Scripture diretts ws in gene- | 
ral, to do all things Decently, and in Order.,we do 
as zealouſly own as you. But then, why ſhould 
not that of the H. Scripture, from which we 
take our Rules of Goſpel: worſhip, determine 
to us what is Decent and Ordeily ? Or, if by 
the Old Teſtament you would juſtifie your Ephod, 
and Organs, and Feſtivals, 'and Ceremonious Con- 
ſecrations, of any thing elſe that the Chr:ſizan 
hath borrowed from the Jew:hh Church, why 
do you pick and chuſe, and follow your Rule 
at halves ? Are not the Harp, and the 17umper, 
and the Vio/ and Cymbol, the Holy Orl, and all 
the reſt of the Prieſtly Robes, and Uten/ils of 
the - Divine Service, which you have left out; 
altogether as Decent and as Significant, as what 
you have taken from thence, or haye been _ 

rowe 
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rowed - from ariy others, and which have as mucti 
to ſhew of a Divine .Inſtirution 2? oF yt 
4. . Your: next Paragraph looks more like 
Banter than Argument ; for you tell us, in Effet; 
that we ought to ſatisfie our ſelves with an im- 
plicit Faith of the Lawfulneſs of the Ceremonies 
impos'd on us, and of: therr Conformity to-the 
End for which they are- appointed, becauſe it 78 
not Neceſſary that every one that uſes them ſhould 
know the Reaſonableneſs of their 'Inſtitution; 
ſo that we ought to make no Queſtion. of! the 
Lawfulneſs of what you require ,of us, eveh it 
the High and Important Concern of God's Wor: 
{hip, and our own Salvation, how Unreaſonable 
Joever it appears to us; and are we nor like to 
be edefi'd much by what we don't underſtand 2 
Is this one - Article of your Faith too, | That 
Ignorance is the Mother of Devotron * Muſt we 
put out out own Eyes, and make no Queſtion for 
Conſcience ſake either of the Lawf':lneſs or 
Reaſonableneſs of whar you require-of us, bar fol- 
low. the Condutt of your Quſtoms, believing, as 
the Church believes? Is this a4 aejea the 
Reaſonable Service-that God now requires of the 
Goſpel-worſhipper 2 And is this ſome of your 
Proteſtant DoCtrine ? Bur to ſatisfie our Conſcien- 
ces herein, you Inſtance in the cuſtomary Way of 
taktng an Oath by kiſſing the Book, which, you - 
lay, may ſafely be done by fuch as know nothing 
of the Origi::al of that Ceremony, nor are ſatisfi d 
of the Fitneſs of it ; whar, nor of the Lawtul- 
neſs of it; nor whether the Common-Prayer be in 
the Book or no ? If Cuftom will ſerve for a Rule 
in Cv: Matters, muſt ir be fo in the higheſt and 
molt ſacred As of our Religion too ? | 
F s, And 
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5. And this now brings you home to your 
main Topick Cuſtom ; from which you profeſs 
to take the Sign: ficancy of your Ceremonies, and 
the Meaſures of Decency, as that which gives 
Rules both for Words, and Aﬀions, and 
Habits, and Geſtures. "Tis true, Cuſtom hath 
a great ftroak to conciliate a Decency and Signi- 
ficancy to theſe things, and may ſerve very 
much to excuſe the Uſe of them in Civil Conver- 
ſation ; and to offer any thing to the holy God 
in Worſhip, which C'vi/ Cuſtom hath made 
Undecent or Ridiculous, is horribly Prophane. 
But will you hence argue, that what Cuſtom 
hath made Decent in Civil Converſation, is 
therefore ſo in Religious Worſhip, and fir to be 
impos'd as a Condition of Chriſtian Communi- 
on ? Or that what Religious Cuſtom hath made 
Decent and Significant in the Opinion of- the 
Superſtitious and Idolaters, is therefore lawful 
to beusd and impos'd by you ? Tho' the Apoftle 
pleaded from the Cuftome of the Churches, for 
what he call'd on the Corinthians for, 1 Cor. 11. 

16, yetthis was but one of his Arguments, and 
which, if you obſerve, he urges only negatzvely , - 
hedothnot plead for it, becauſe it wasa Cuſtom, 
but pleads againft their contrary Practice, be- 
cauſe they had no ſuch Czſtow. And pray 
which of thoſe Ceremonies which you contend 
for, and make the indiſpenſible Condition of þ 
Communion with you; might not the Apoftle 
have ſaid, we have no ſuch Czz/tom? So that 
this Argument tecoils upon you, and flies very 
ſorely in your own face. 
6. Your next Paragraph tells us what you 
have to ſay for the Sign of the Croſs, which 
you 
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you uſe in Bapti/m , for which you canriot pre- 
tend to any Apoſtolical Infticurion, but an Old 
and General Coftom, you fancy it to be almoſt as 
O!d as the Apoſtle's, or not above an Age ſhort 
of them. *Tis' true, the Image of the Croſs 
crept very early into the Church : He that ſows 
the: Tares is not wont to be long behind him 
that ſows the ' Good Seed in the Field. But we 
hope you will not ſay that the 'Earlineſs of a 
thing: is enough toJuſtifie it: And that it was 
very commonly (though we cennor ſay univer- 
fally) uſed as an Enfign among the Chriſtians, 
and as a vi/ible Budge of their Chriſtianity, 
eſpecially betore the Heathen, who were wont 
to upbraid them with their Cracifed God, 
we will grant; neither. will we uncharitably 
cenſure the Zealous Principles, or Prudential 
Reaſons on which it was at firſt taken up by 
ſuch as foreſaw not the-i// xſe that would in Af: 
ter Ages be made of it. However though it 
were taken up in thoſe Days as a Teſtimony 
againſt the Infidel World, and in token that 
they were not aſhamed of rheir once Crc: fied 
LORD, and uſed by them not as any parr of 
their Worſhip, but only for diſtin&ion ſake be 
tween Them and Heathens ; yet this is but a 
precarious Kind of Apologizing for the v/ing, 
much leſs for the 1mpoſing of it now, when 
there is not, per ratio, the fame reaſon for ir; 
eſpecially atter it hath been fo generally and 
ſo long as idolatroufly-abuſed by ſuch as have 
prevented the firſt Deſign of ir, 4s ever Gide- 
on's Ephod, or the Brazen Serpent were abus'd. 
Nor doth it yet appear how our Proteſtant Re- 
formers have, or ever can free it from the Pol- 
F 2 lution 
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lution of thoſe Abuſes whereby the Superſtitions 
and Idolatries of Men have defil'd it by putting it 
into your Liturgy, and making it a ſignificant 
Sign, and impoſing it on us as an Integral 
Part of the Sacrament of Bapti/m, without 
which that Sacrament is not to be eſteemed 
PerfeCt ;- and all this without any intimation of 
inſtruction or warrant from him who inftirured 
and left this Sacrament intire with his Churches. 
Baptiſm, as our Saviour himſelf inftituted it, 
is but one Symbolical Sign, but you by adding 
to it another of your own deviſing, have made 
it Two; which tous appears like the ſetting of 
your Threſhold by God's Threſhold, and your 
+; by God's Poſt. Neither will the great 

ames in which you boaſt of the Saints and 
Martyrs now with God, who in the Days of 


their Fleſh walked with God, and Worſhipped . 


according to their preſent Circumſtances, .'and 

the Lighr they had then attain'd to, juſtifte your 

practice in this more than in any other thing, 

which is now acknowledged to be the imper- 

—_— of theſe more early and unexpertenced 
imes. 


7. You can't yet have done with your be-_ 


loved thing Cuftom, it being that on which the 
Lite of your Cauſe doth depend. Fiom Cuſtom 
you take your-meaſures of Decencyor Indecency in 
all things that you are pleaſed to call indifferent, 
that is, all thoſethings that may be by the Wit of 
Man ſuperadded as Accidental, or Integral Parts 
(for only the Efſential Parts are by you excep- 
ted) of God's Worſhip. And whether this Poſi- 
tion do not open a wide Door to all the Super- 
ſtirions in the World, and juſtifie all that hath 
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ever been done of this kind in the moſt degene- 
rate Churches, let any but a Bigot judge. 

8. But now you begin ro be more Orthodox, 
when you tell us, That things which according 
to Cuſtom are Signs of irreverence amongſt 
Men, are Murks of Prophaneneſs and Contempt 
when they are uſed towards the Almighty : Tho' 
here you might have remembred to have madean 
exception of ſome few things; bur in general 
what Cuſtom repreſents as Undecent or Rude in 
Civil Converſation, deſerves a worſe Name in 
Religious Worſhip. If we rudely ruſh into 
God's Pieſence without an awful ſenſe of his 
Majeſty upon our Hearts, and ſuch an outward 
Behaviour of Body, as either Nature or 
Cuſlom hath made expreſſive of our inward 
Fear and Reverence, (though without any of 
tho quaint Ceremonies which are of Hu- 
mane Inſtitution) we may indeed juſtly fear the 
due puniſhment of” ſuch Irreverence. 

And now, Sir, if you lay all theſe things 
together, as you adviſe us to do, you may find 
that what you call the Reverence and Decercy 
of your Services is indeed their Defilement 
that in what you call your Laudable Cuſtoms, you 
act againſt the Scripture Rules of Spiritual 


Worſhip and Goſpel "9 oy and have de- 


ſerted the way in which Chriſt and his Apo- 
ſtles walked, and deal with us in that Tyran- 
nical manner which the Holy Scripture con- - 
demns. As for outward Bodily Worſhip, we 
own and practice as zealouſly as you, though 
not in your Formal Ceremonious way, which . 
ſeems to be more Art: ficial than Natural, and 
ſo nearer of kin to _ Images. You _ 

or 
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for ſetting forth your Pub/ick Services with 
Pomp and Art; we are for what is more Plain 
and Rational, and naturally Expreſſive of the 
hidden Man of the Heart, and therein more 
Agreeable to the Tenour of the Goſpel. We 
are careful to avoid whatever Nature, Scripture 
or Cuſtom hath made a Mark of Irreverence in 
the Worſhip of our God; but we know no 
Authority we or any others have to preſcribe 
240/504 poſitive Laws in theſe things to others. 

neeling in Prayer we own as aGefture which 
both Nature and Scripture direCtts to, and fo 
we practice; though not from a Conſcience of 
its abſolute necellity, either in our own Prvate 
Houſes, or in the Publick, becauſe God hath 
allowed us a Liberty in it, andall the Saints 
before us have uſed the ſame Liberty ; nor do 
we underſtand why you {ſhould fo ſtrictly re- 
quire it of us in Pub/:ic& rather than in Private, 
(which your ſelves do nor obſerve in every Pray- 
er you put up to God there) unleſs it be from 
a conceit you have that the Pzblick Houſe is 
more Holy than the Pr:vate ; which is a No- 
tion too Zerwſh for us to entertain. 

To conclude this Head, omtti7g, as you 
ſay, ſome other Particulars in debate between 
z ; Which perhaps you are not willing to un- 
dertake the Defence of; you think you have 
one thing that will demonſtrate to 2s the weak- 
_ of our Exceptions againſt the Ceremonies 
of the Church, and ſhew as the Irreverence 
that 7s uſed in our Meetings. And what you 
mean is the Lord's Supper, which in our way 
# appointed to be recerved ſitting. Now againſt 
this you begin to demonſtrate very vey 
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thus, Is there any Precept »sfor this in Scri- 
prure? Or if none can be found, is ut not 
againſt the Second Commandment ? Is it not an 
-Jdo! 2 This you offer us Ironrca/ly, but we 
reply to you in Earneſt, that we find that in 
Scripture, which - warrants our S/tzng at this 
Sacrament; but never a word of D—_ by 
Precept or Precedent of Chrift or his Apoltles, 
in all the New Teſtament, nor in the Practice 
of the Churches, while they retained their 
Primitive Purity; therefore you are asmuch 
concerned in the Second Commandment on this 
account as we, You tell us for certain that this 
Matter is not decided in Scripture : But why 
is it not there decided ? Becauſe it is not expreſly 
required or forbidden; and where the Scripture 
is not very punctually expreſs, there, nodoubt, 
Men may deviſe, and do, and impoſe whar 
they liſt, without any regard to Scripture Con- 
ſequences. But yet you find that it,is not for 
your Intereſt alway to uſe this way of Argu- 
ing. The PraCtical Precedents and Examples 
of Chriſt or his Apoſtles, which you find in 
Scripture, will ſometimes amount with you to 
the force of a Precept, when you apprehend it 
will fall on the fide of your Beloved Ceremo- 
nies? Nay, you can plead very itifly the Autho- 
rity of an 0!d Cuſtom of the Churches which 
hath been taken up, and perhaps ſuperſtitiouſly 
enough, long after the Apoſtle's Days : But 
now it ſeems there is nothing to be taken for 
certain thar hath not a plaiy Scripturecommand, 
wherein we think you are not ſo well aware at 
what an uncertainty you have left the Cauſe you 
have now undertaken. 

4 Though 
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Though you cannot be ignorant of what hath 
been already ſaid by ſo many of the Learned of 
our Way in the Vindication of our Prattice here- 
in;. yet let us once more ſee if we may not find 
much more in the Holy Scripture for S:r7:ng, 
at this Sacrament, than for Kzeel:mg. 

Now it is certain, thar this Sacrament, as to 
the Externals of it, is but a Ceremony, tho? 
of the moſt Sacred Inſtitution and Higheſt Im- 
portance, both a Szgnifying and a Sealing Cere- 
2ony ; and he thar inſtituted ir, did beſt un- 
derſtand the Nature and Ends of it, and what 
Geſture and Circumſtances would beſt becomethe 
Celebration of it : And his own Example herein, 
we think is ſufficient to warrant,if not to require, 
our Imitation. But when we look back to the 
Inſtiturion, we find that Chriſt /aze down with 
the Twelve. and Eat the Paſſover with them. 
Here the Geſture was expreſſed, and 'twas S:t- 
ting, not Kneeling ; Matth. 26. 20. And as 
they were Eating , without changing the 
Geſture, he  Infſtituted and Celebrated this 
Goſpel Ordinance, and Adminifterd it to 
them with his own Hand, ver/e 26, 27, 28. 
Mark tells us, as they Sate and did Eat, Mark 
14.18. 7. e. the Paſſover, and in the ſame 
Poſture till. As they did Eat, Feſws took 
Bread and Bleſjed it, ver. 22. Lukealfſo tells 
us, That he Sate down, and the Twelve Apo- 
fles with him, Luke 22. 14. and in that 
Poſture Adminiftred his Laſt Supper to them, 
verſe 17, 18, 19, 20. Theſe are the only 
three Evangeliſts that particularly mention the 
manner of our Saviour's Adminiftring this Or- 
dinance ; and they all ſpeak expreſly of their 
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Sitting, but never a word of Kneeling in either 
of them. Thus Chrift and his Diſciples did 
Eat it together as they were wont to Eat the Paſſ- 
over which was the very ſame Ordinance, of 
the ſame Divine Inftitution, Signification and 
Myſtery, and equally Sacred, though of a dif- 
ferent Form, as this of the Goſpel is. And 
will you now ſay, that this was irreverently 
done? That it had too much of Familiarity, 
and two little of Decency or Humility > Dare 
you thus Blaſpheme the Wiſdom of your Savi- 
our ?. Did not he underſtand the End, and the 
proper Signification of his Own Myſtery, as 
well as you? Hath he told you again and again, 
thar he and his Diſciples did Eat ir S:/tz7g, and 
will you tell him that it ought to have been 
done. Kneeling ? May he not then demand of 
you who made you his Counſellors, or his Cor- 
rectors > And who hath required this vo/untary 
Humility and Will-worſhip of you But you 
tell us that there is a Prayer with which you 
deliver the Elements to the People, and rhere- 
fore it ought to be received in a Praying Po- 
ture. A Prayer, vis. The Body. and Blood of 
Chriſt preſerve thy Body and Soul unto Eternal 
Life. To which we anſwer, 

1. This which you call a Prayer, ſounds 
more.like a Prieſtly Benediffion, or kind of 
Exorciſm, being repeated over and over to 
every individual Communicant; ſo that the 
Kneeling - ſeems to be requird rather in 
Honour of the Office, -as in Confirmation and 
Abſclution, than in reſpett of what you call a 
Prayer. 


2. Who 


(90) 


2. Who made this Form of Words for you? 
Or required it of you ?/ Is there any mention 
of this, or of any thing like it, in the Infti- 
tution 2 Though we grant that the Heart ought 
to be full of Holy Ejaculations, Vows and Selt-re- 
fignation in ſo Sacred an Action, and which may 
he done every way as Decently and Reverent-' 
ly Sitting or Standing, as Kneeling, and where- 
in every one ought to have his own Liberty 
and Freedom of thought, in the Exerciſe of all 
Graces, according as they find particular occa- 
fion in and from themſelves; and wherein the 
Miniſter from the Experiences of his own 
Heart, - may 'pioulſly and profitably ſuggeſt to 
their alliſtance in it ; and this reaſonable Ser- 
vice we reject not. 

3. Why do not To# Adminifter on your 
Knees 2 For it it bea Prayer, 'tis you that pro- 
perly Pray, and the People ſay Amen. Doth 
not your requiring it of others condemn your 
ſelves 2 Why muſt you Pray Standing, and they 
Kneeling 

4. Though Kneel:zngs be an ordinary Praying 
Poſture, yet if you will excuſe your ſelves, 
you muſt grant that it is not indiſpenſibly ne- 
ceſſary. The Apoſtle bids you Pray 4N2>4im]os 
continually, or without ceaſing ; but ſhould you 
be bound to Knee! continually, we doubt that 
would not be very pleaſing. Judge now whe- 
ther your Practice herein be not irregular, to 
fay no worſe of It. | 

What the Reaſons were of our LORD's Infti- 
tuting this Sacrament with a Table-Geſture, 
and of what it is ſignificant, we will not now 

en- 
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enquire : 'Tis enough for us that we know his 
Will in it by his Praftice. But you know that 
we have ſomething elſe to Objett againſt 
Kneeling in the At of Receiving. This Ge- 
fture is now become ſcandalous, at leaft to 
ſome, becauſe it Symbolizes with the Idolatry 
of the Church of Rome in Worlhipping the 
Hoſt, and by whom, as ſome ſay, it was intro- 
duc'd and impos'd to ſupport their Bloody Do- 
Urine of the Real Preſence, or, as others 
think, that zþ/s was the occaſion of that Ido- 
latry ; ſo that here is an unexcuſable appear- 
ance of Evil in it; and therefore having no 
Command of God for it, nor Apoſto ical Ex- 
ample, we ought not to continue its uſe, much 
leſs to endurethe impoſitipn of it, as if it were 
of nece{lity. Neither is your Churches decla- 
ring againſt the Idolatrous uſe of it, enough to 
purge or to defend it, unleſs it were a matter 
of particular Divine Inftitution. As for thoſe 
that think it their Duty or their Liberty fo to 
expreſs their Reverence to Almighty in 
this Sacrament, with a juſt Abhorrence of all 
Idolatrous thoughts or pretenſions, we do not 
Judge them; but to do it as of neceffity, we 
take to be a piece of Superſtition, and a 
weakneſs to be pitied. . 


IT. The Second Branch of the laſt Argument 
you can afford us is this, That the way of the Se- 
paration affords us Communion with a better. Peo- 
ple than thoſe which we have deſerted. 

'Tis eafily diſcerned from what fort of Dif- 
{enters you have rak'd up this Argument, 
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caſt it, : without diſtinEtion, in our Faces. Burt 
we are not the Perſons ſo much concern'd in it 
as you: would repreſent us to be. However we 
will not diſmiſs it without giving a ſhort touch 
of our thoughts upon ir, in whar you-fancy that 
you have ſpoken very much to your own pur- 
poſe, and altogether as pertinent to our Caſe. þ 
But firſt we will premiſe, that neither To 
nor We have any great Reaſon to boaſt of 
our Goodneſs; it would better become us to 
lament every one his own Faults, than to ſay 
to one. another, Stand by thy Self, come not 
near to me, for I am Holier than thou. That 
there is Wheatas well as Tares with Toz, and 
Tares as well Wheat as with Us,we readily grant; 
though your Charity condemns us all for Tares, 
and ſuch as are fit to be burnt; and that nor 
for any Herefie in Judgment, or Immorality in 
Practice, or Idolatry in Worſhip, but becauſe } 
we dare not bring our Conſciences under the 
Yoke of your needleſs Ceremonies. . We do not 
pretend to be Churches without a Mixture of 
Good and Bad, nor do we hope for any ſuch in 
this World. Yet we muſt ſay, the more the 
neceſlary Diſcipline is negle&ted, and Prophane- 
nels tolerated, yea, encourag'd by the Examples 
of ſo many of your Clergy ; and the moſt Ign9- 
rant and Scandalous ones, not only admitted, 
| but preſ&'d to come to the LOR D's Table 
with you, we can have the leſs comfort to join 
with you in theſe moſt Sacred Myſteries of our 
Religion. But yet ſhould we grant thar- all 
this were too little of it ſelf, to juſtifie our Se- 
paration, we cannot think that what you offer 
us 
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us from Scripture on this Head, doth :at all af- 

fect our Caſe. Ys 
'Tis true, in the Church of Cormth: there 
were Corruptions, + Diſorders, ſome. foul - Im- 
moralities, and neglect of Diſcipline;-and yet 
the Apoſtle doth not adviſe them :to;/purge 
themſelves by a Separation, but endeavours to 
reduce them to the Holy Rx/es of 'their Ir- 
ftitutron, both in Worthip, Diſcipline and 
Manners: And- being a Church ef. ..his own 
Planting, his Authority was prevalent there. 
what need then of Separation, when Reformation 
could be obtain'd without it ?:.-Bur, O that this 
were our Caſe! ''Where is ' the Apoſtle now 
that ſhall judge between us, and::Authorita- 
tively decide our Matters for-us*\ To whom 
{hall we go with our Complaints, whe thoſe 
that call themſelves | the Apoſtle's.:\Succeſſors 
will- not hear our Complaintsz::nor: hearken to 
'the Apoſtle's Words, nor walk: bythe Apoſtle's 
Rules, nor regard our Remonſtrances-'\and | Pe- 
titions ? If the Foundations be removed, what can 
the Righteous do ? If thoſe that ſhould head the 
way will not go before us, -nwft we nor. go 
alone? Had the Rulers of 'the Church of Co» 
rinth refus'd to obey. the Apoſtle's: Orders, and 
inſiſted on their own Authority, and the Purity 
of their way, asneeding no Reformation, would 
not the Apoſtle have adviſed to Separate. from 
theſe Men 2 Though Separation be never. in it 
ſelf defirable, yet it is ſometimes neceſflary. 
And as for all the ill conſequences ot Separation 
which you have mentioned with their Aggra- 
vations here, we will concurr with you, when 
Once 
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once you have provd our Separation to be 
Cauſeleſs or Unneceſſary. But till then, we 
are: not 'the Perſons concern'd, but by your 
own 'Rule, are bound in Conſcience to Sepa- 
rate from thoſe, with whom we cannot hold 
Communion without Sin. | 


HIT. And now we are come to your Third 
and Laft.' Ir hath been ſaid, That the way of 
#he ' Separatiſts conduces more 10 our Edt fica- 
tion: And: that if we would provide what #s 
beſt for our Bodies, we ought more eſpecially 
eo do ſo for' our Souls. That we are more 
Edrified by the Dilſenting Miniſters, .:han by 
tbe rming Clergy ; and think it requt- 
= - be Hearers of thoſe, by whom we pro- 

moſt. 

This Argument, you ſay, is Popular, and 
therefore the more Dangerous; wheretore you 
have (according to your Art) beſtowed it the 
more drftinifly under theſe. Four Heads of 
Engqury.” | | 


I. You Engurre, what 7s the true (i. e& your 
_ Notion of Edi fication, and on very 

| uiry, you ſay that you have found, 
that Edifying, as applied to Spiritual Mat- 
ters, ſignifies the Advancement of Perſons in 
ſome Spiritual Good, and to Edifie them s to 
do that Work of Charity, whereby we become 
beneficial Yo their Souls, And thus far we 
think you are right as to the Attive and Tran- 
fitive Signification of it : But would you have 
us to Ciera that Edification is a thing _—_ 
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hath relation only to others,” and not to ou? 
felves? - And for. this you cite us, 1 Cor. 8. 1. 
Charity Edifieth, and ſeveral -other - Scriptures 
where you find this word mentioned. Whence 
you conclude, That 'tzs the Edifying of out 
Neighbours that #s required of 'us, 'and that of 
our ſelves is never enjoyn d under this Expreſ- 
fron, nor can it well be ſought, but incon- 
junttion with the' Paublick Good, 

Sir, Whetherthe care we ought to have of 
our own Souls: be-injoin'd us under this Expref: 
fion or no, it thething we intend by it be en- 
joind , what you have hitherto ſaid of it, is 

ut Logomachy. For we hope your Charity 
would not go about to-perſwade us, that if we 
endeavour to Edihe others, *ris no matter what 
becomes of our own Souls : And we have: reaſon 
to think that where the Edifying of” others is re- 
quired; the Edifying of our ſelves is” necelia- 
tily imply'd init, and to be concluded: from it 
a Majori. Thox therefore which Teacheſt a- 
notber, teacheſt thou not thy ſelf? Rom. 2. 21. 
Leſt when I have preached to others, I my 
elf ſhould be a oem. 1 Cor. 9. 27. Should 
not our own ' Souls be as dear to us; and as 
much. the ſubjeEt' of! our care, as the Souls of 
others ? Would you make us the Keepers of 
your Vine-yards to the fatal neglett of ovr 
own, as the Spox/e once complain'd, Care. x. 6. 
Befides, 'tis a Soleciſm in Nature for the 
Liver to prepare good Blood for the nourith- 
ment of all the other parts of the. Body, be- 
fides its own proper Parenchyma; and is not 
rhe Parallel as great a Soleciim in Am 
iu, 
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Sir, If "this be your Spirit of | Charity ,1.and' 
your way of Edifying, you may recommend it 
to. thoſe of your own Tribe, that can Preach 
Faith and Repentance, Charity, Humility, 
Sobriety , Continency and Morrification to 
others, but not to themſelves; ' too well like 
thoſe of whom Chriſt ſpake, Marrb. 23. 4. 


But by your Learning you have diſcover'd, 
that Ed:fy:ng fignifies Bur/ding, and Building 
hath relation to a Hoxſe ; and you obſerve that 
Houſes do not build themſelves, but muſt be built 
by others ; and this Houſe, you fay ' (as the word 
is here to be taken) is the Church, for which 
you . quote us two pertinent Scriptures, in 
which the Apoſtle tpeaks of Edrfying of the 
Church.: But can you inform us why ir is not 
as proper, and as necefiary for Temples to be 
Edified as Churches, and whether every indi- 
vidual believer be not call'd - the _—_ of 
the Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor.:6. 19. Nay, do you 
not grant us in other words, as much as we. 
crave, when you fſay that the Poliſhing and 
Perfeting thoſe Living Stones, of which the 
Church is Built, 3s the Edifying of it; \ yea, 
and thus the Church is ſaid to Ed: fie 77: ſelf, 
Eph. 4. 16. Well then, if - Ed:fy:ng be the 
Word that doth offend you, pray ſtrike. it out 
of our Argument, and put in Poliſhing and 
Perfefting, and it will pleaſe us all as well. 
And thus we. will conclude with you, That if . 
we bring new Proſelites into the Church (1. e. 
by ſound converſion to God, and not to a Party, 
to the Church of Chrift, . and not meerly M 
the 
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the Ceremonies, and - Peculiar External Rites, 
or Forms of this or that Particular Church) 
and confirm thoſe that are in it,' in advancing 
any in Knowledge end Piety in Faith and 
Prattrce, we ſhall be reckon'd amongſt the Buil- 
der or Edi fiers of the Church. | 


And farther to explain what you mean by 
Edification, you tell ' us, there are theſe two 
things requir'd in it, v:z. Unity and Order. 


1. Uniy : And here you deſcant on. the Be- 
nefirs of Union, and the Miſchiefts of Sch:/ap, 
'In the words of Clemens Romanws, - aud Mr. 
Baxter ; wherein we would not contradict 
you, would' you bur once better prove that this 
Union muſt confiſt in thoſe controverted things 
which you impoſe on us, as the indiſpenfible 
Condition of our Communion with you. We 
are as defirous of Church-Union as Tov, and 
-are ſenfible how much it would conduce both 
'to' the Ornament,” Eſtabliſhment and Enlarge- 
ment of the Church ; but if it be your Tyran- 
nical Impoſitions, and your delivering up the 
Care of our Souls to ſuch as have no Care of 
Ours, nor of their Own, thar hath made and 
doth keep open the Breach between us, let the 
World Judge who are the Schi/matrcks. 


2. As for Order, you tell us not what you 
mean,more than what we can pick out of Eph. 2. 
2x. and Ch. 4. 16. which Scriptures we own, 
bur can't learn from any thing that is Writren 
there, that our Diſſent o_ ſuch Impoſitions 
| as 
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as yours, and wine to do what you would 
have us to do, isa breach of Order. If we 
ſand not in thoſe Ranks and Files of Military 
Order as once we ſteod ; if you ice our Seats 
forſaken in your Churches ,and at your Communi- 
on- Tables, you muſt blame your ſelves as the 
only Cauſes of this Diſorder. 


IT. You next Engzire, What we underſtand 
by Edification, and whether we rightly judge 
ow it #s beſt promoted. And here, we are 
alſo concern'd to Enguire, how rightly we are 

' Judgd by you when you ſay, That we take 
that to be Edifying, that raiſes in us ſome 
Senſible Devotions, that excites in ws ſome 
Religious Aﬀetiions, ſuch as Love, Joy, Fear, 
or the like : And theſe, you ſuppoſe, we bave 
chiefly in view, when we _ the Service 
in our Meetimgs before that of the Churches. 
The truth is, that which is not proper to raiſe 
our Devotion in Religious Duties, and to ex- 
cite Holy AﬀeCtions in us, we cannot think to 
be very Edifying. We know not how (in this - 
our compound ſtate) to exerciſe the Spiritual 
Graces of Faith, Repenrance, Love, Fear, 
Humility, Foy, Delight in God, &c. but by 
the help of thoſe Rational and IntelleCtual Fa- 
culties of Underſtanding, Will and AﬀeTtions, 
which God hath given us. If you underſtand 
the more Raptural Myſteries of Puretiſm, a 
more Storcal or Seraphick way of contempla- 
tion, without concerning thoſe Grofler Spirits in 
ſo Divine an Exerciſe, we will not envy your 
Attainment ; . but fox Qur parts, we aps 7: 
atlt- 
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farisfied that our Heatts are concern'd in Reli- 
gious Duties, as they ought to be, unleſs we 
are ſenſible .thar they are fo. 


But to come to Particulars, you inftance 
in the two great otdinances of Praying aid 
Preaching. 


1. You begin with the way 'of Prayi7g us'd 
in our Meetings ; and here again you make 
your ſelf a Fudge of Evil Thoughts; and that 
in ſuch a Caſe, wherein you are in Danger 
of Blaſpheming the Holy Spirit of God. For 
if it be by the Spirit of Supplication, which makeh 
Interceſlion inthe Sainrsghar we are taught both 
what and how to Pray ; - it concerns you to take 
heed how you apptobiouſly oppoſe your Cant 
againſt our Common Experience of its afſi- 
ſtance herein. The Old and Often-repeated Har- 
rangue by which you and others of your Way 
endeavour to exalr your preſcribed Forms of 
Prayer, and which hath been fo often an- 
{ered to filence, doth but bewray your Inex- 
ou of that way of Praying, which the 

oly Scriptures direCt to, and in which all the 
Saints in all Apes have found their greateſt 
Reliefs. How impertinently do you tell us, 
That we are not to think that God i at all 
wrought upon by the variation of Phraſes, ar 
the modulation of them. No, Sir, we don't 
imagine ' that God is mov'd with Words or 
Tones, or the moſt Eloquent or Artificial Compo- 
ſures of Matter or _ whether Preſcrib'd- 
2 ar 
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or Unpremeditated ; Words are for our own 
fakes, not for His; yet we have great reaſon 
to think, that the better the AﬀeCGtions are 
exerciſed, and the Graces of the Spirit of God 
in the Heart, the better is the Heart prepared, 
and the better grounds it hath to hope to 
obtain Mercy from him. And certainly, that 
way of Praying which we .find moſt con- 
ducible to this end, we have reaſon to pre- 
ferr : Nor can any thing that we have ever 
yet heard incline 'us to your contrary Opi- 
nion. F 


That the Gifz of Prayer, which is in it 
ſelf but a Common Grfz, as that of Preach- 
7ng,. &c., is, may be, and too often hath been 
abuſed by ill Men; is what we grant : But to 
cenſure all for ill Men that uſe it, is unbecom- 
ing a Chriftian; and to argue from the 
Abuſe, againſt the . Uſe, is too Weak and Ab- 
lurd for a Man of your Figure and Learning. 
And may wenot ealily retort as many and as 
great Abuſes of your Way of Praying by Lt- 
mited and Preſcribed Forms, had we a Mind 
to retaliate ? Thoſe Motions and Eftorts of De- 
votion, which without due Caution or DiftinCti- 
on you impute to Natura! Cauſes, as, you 
ſay, a little Philoſophy would teach ws, in 
ſuch as uſe the Gift of Prayer, are cenſured 
by you bur one degree ſhort of what the Spi- 
rit of God in 'our Saviour Chriſt, was cen- 
ſured by thoſe that attributed the Power by 


which he wrought his Miracles, to a Dz@- 


bolical Cauſe, Matth. 12. 24, &s, which 
you 
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you will do well to read, and ſpend ſome S2- 
cond Thoughts upon. | 


But to moderare the matter, you are pleaſed 
to grant, that the Gift of Elocution (which 
you ſeem to take for the whole of the Gifz 
of Prayer) may, upon occaſion, be of Bene- 
fit to others : But if it chance to touch your 
Nolt me tangere, and ſeem, though but by 
conſequence, to reflet on the Honour of 
your Liturgy, and the Forms by which you 
Pray, that's enough,, without any other 
Fault, to render them moſt Dangerous 
Snares; and inſtead of promoting, cannot but 
hinder their Edification., And this indeed 1s 
Canonical enough. 


For your part, you ſay, you think a well- 
compos'd Liturgy has much the Advantage of 
our Way of Praying , and is much fitter in 
Publick Aſſemblies ; then we hope you will 


| bear with us in our Private Families ; where, 


we thank God, you cannot yet reach us. And 
for this your Opinion you'produce ſeveral Rea- 
ſons, which are no new things to vs, and 
which have been already Anſwered by ſuch as,on 
our fide, have Written on this Subjeft. You 
lay it ſecures the Honour of Religion in the 
Solemnittes of Worſhip, 7. e. from ſuch Ex- 
preſſions in Prayer as agree not with the Genr- 
5 of your Fancy, .or the Fineneſs of your S71le, 
or which, on ſome account or other, you 
might be ready to ridicule, or to quarret at : * 
And then it affords as” I help #n the 
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part that you bear in it, 4. 6. It caſes you of 
one, and that the more Spiritual, half of your 
Miniſterial Work; fo that you are more be- 
holden to your Prayer Book. than to the Spirit 
of God in thar Duty, which indeed is great 
pity, but yet ingeniouſly, enough, confefled. 
Again, by this means Tox have no occaſion to 
ly in Pain or Fear (as you think we are) 
about the next words that ſhall fall from your 
Mrniſter ; as you might have Reaſon enough 
to be, were it not. jor his Form which he 
hath before his Eyes, or which he hath 
made as perfe&t as the Child hath his 
Lord's Prayer : Well may. you be in Pain 
for one that never accuſtomed his Tongue 
to Holy Diſcourſe, more than what he hath 
ptepared for his Px/p;t > That never ſtudied 
his own Heart, nor hath been experimentally 
aitetted with the Caſes of Tender or. Wound- 
ed Conſciences: No wonder if ſuch a, one 
be ara loſs, that is a Stranger to theſe 
things. And, 


Laſtly, By the Benefit of your Forms, Tow 


have no Doubtful Expreſſions to exerciſe 
your Thoughts, or diſturb your Devotion 
with ( as you ſuppoſe there are in our Mi- 
niſters Prayers) before you can ſay, Amen. 
And this you take as a great Commodity, 
both to the Miniſter and to the People, 
for which it ought to be preferred hefore 
our way of Praying, And why are not the 
ſame Arguments as cogent for the uſe of 
Homilies * That ſo the whole Work may 
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be cut out for him that Offiiciates ; which 
would be 2 great eaſe to his Studies; ſfome 
charge favd in Books: A ſmall Sallary 
would ſerve to maintain him as a_Curate; 
the more time to ſpend all the Week in 
the Satisfying of his Luſts, and the De- 
bauching of his Neighboprs : How happily 
would this conduce to the comfortable Afſu- 
rance of your performing an acceptable Service 
ta God, and agreeable to his Will, when 
the whole of the Minifterial Work is thus 
wiſely prepared, that there can be no Errour in 
it if the Man' can but read Ezg/:/h ? 


What you quote us out of a Sermon of 
Dr. Bever#dge ,, on . 1 Cor. F4. 26. in the 
Praiſe of your own Litzrgy, we ſhall not 
Ray now to make- Remarks upon, there 
having been enough already ſaid by others 
on this Point, and of which you cannot 
be ignorant. How your Liturgy was com- 
pild in thar juncture of the Reformation, 
or rather Accommodation, the true Hiftory 
of theſe Times would inform you; but 
that this was that that was Defended, or 
Confirmed by the Martyrdom of many, or © 
of any, was the DoQtor's great miſtake, 
and yours too. That it hath been Eftabli- 
ſhed by As of Parltament, and fenc'd with 
the ſharp Thorns of Penal Laws, too of- 
ten Arbitrarily and Deſpighrtully executed, 
we have known to our ſorrow ; but thatever 
it was yet eſtabliſhed by an A4@ of Scri- 
pture we could never yet learn. 

| G 4 2. You 
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2. You come next to. Animadvert- on 
our Miniſters Way of Preaching , which 


you repreſent as a Set of Phariſees, in 


which they bave no meaning, or a bad one , 
and that, we think our ſelves Edified by a 
Sound of Words, when we underſtand nothing 
by it, -Sir, this is Written with Scorn 
enough. Then you fall out ( as well you 
may ) with the An!:nomians. But to ſet us 
forth in ſuoh Bear-s&ins as theſe, is but a 
trick of the old Enmity and Policy. 


But yet, if (for Argument ſake) you 
Should ſuppoſe, that we have better Praying 
and Preaching ; yet, you ſay, we do not 
pretend that there ts any thing wanting with you 
that is neceſſary to Salvation. Sir, We do 
not pretend that Salvation , is not to be ob- 
tained in the Church of England; but whe- 
ther there be any thing wanting with the moſt of 
thoſe that- are ſet over our Souls in our Pariſh 
Churches, which is neceſſary to our Salvation, 
or no, of this we are ſure, there is ſomething 
wanting that is neceſſary to our Eqdifica- 
tron, or (if you had rather have it in 
your own words) 7o our Converſion, and 
Advancing , and Perfefting in Knowledge, 
and Piety, and Faith, and Praftice. When we 
hear what, for Airineſs of the Notions, or 
the AﬀeCQted Quaintneſs of the Language, 
we can't underſtand; or for the Obſcurity. of 
the Method which ſeems to be generally aff-ct- 
ed, and is become the Mode amongſt your 
Modern Church-men , in oppoſition to: the 

more 
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more Plain and © Inftrutive Method; which 
was once. called the - Puritannical, 'and ' now 
( in derifion) called DRUM Preaching, we 
can't comprehend ; or, for the tumbling cele- 
rity [of its utterance, - we can't © remember; 
when we muſt be Entertain'd with  ſach Jejune 
infipid ſtuff, as a School-boy would be aſhamed 
of in his Exerciſe; or have Sz0res given us in-' 
{ſtead of Bread, and Raileries inſtead of- ſound 
Doctrine ; or a good Setmon in the Pulpit, and. 
a Vicious Life all the Week: after , we can't 
think this to be very Edifying, or the Way to 
make any great Advance Heavenward.' / And 
*tis hard to perſwade us thus to negle&t our 
own Souls, to keep up the honour' of your 
Ceremonies. *Tis true, a' Publick Good i to 
be preferrd to a Private of ' the ſame * Kind. 
We ought to deny our ſelves, and to Iay down 
our Lives for the Brethren ; but we know not 
by whoſe Law, befides yours, we are requi- 
red to Damn our own Souls to pleaſe or to' 
ſave others. 


III. Your next Engazry is, Whether it be a good 
Rule, that we may, or ought to follow thoſe 
Teachers, whoſoever they are, by whom we can 
moſt be Edi fied; or whoſe Praying and Preach- 
ing we approve as moſt beneficial to our ſelves. 
To which, -as you have here (more 10) ſtated 
it, we Anſwer, much as you would have us to. 
do ; Sir, We have no ſuch Licencious Rule as 
this to walk by: We are for Diſcipline and 
Order as much as you. But when we are dri- 
ven out of your Communion by your uncon- 
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ſrioagble Impoſfirtions; or have Wolves inflead 
ba = agodg ſet over us, and enforc'd. on us; 
or. ſuch as are either unable or unapt to feed 
our Souls with: the Bread of Life, we think it 
one Duty, and Blefs God that we have now 
Liberry, and Allowance by the Law of Men, 
as. well as of God to make the beſt Provifion 
we: ca» for thoſe poor Souls of ours which 
muſt Live: or Die to Eternity, by the more 
Charitable: affiftances of thoſe whom the good 
Providence of God: hath raiſed up+ for us, and 
ſent tons to-this End.So that what you alledge out 

1 Cor. I: 3 :, bs to our ON net all to 

r pu . Yet here again you litt up your 
_ arty and Order, That "which wx a- 
gainſt the Unity of the Church 7s againſt the 
Edifuation of it. That is, without an entire 


Conformity and tame Submifſion to all your 


itions, your Chureh is broken, and weak- 
ned, and convulsd, and undone. So that 
whoever they be that could ſpeak with the 
Tongues of Angels, or whatever their Qualifi- 
cations and Commiſſions to Preach the Goſpel 
be,. if they will not ſay as-yox ſay, and doas you 
do, in thoſe things wherein yo# Diſſent from 
almoſt all the Reformed Churches in the 
World, 'we muſt, for the preſervation of your 
Ceremonies, fly from them, and avoid 'em as 
moſt dangerous Fellows. And then, what is 
againft the Order of your Church muſt needs 
be. againft Ed: fication ; as if: there were no Or- 
der, but with yoz, or that yours were to give 
Laws and Orders to all others. For what you 
ſeem to ſpeak of the Church in general ( ro 
| | carry 
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carry With it a face of Orthodoxy ( you de- 
fign only for your own Church, from which you 
condemn us'as Schifmnaticks for Difſenting, 
and-ir this Vein hath the Fallacy of your Argue. 
ivgs run throughout your whole Diſcourſe, 


IV. Your laſt Enquiry. is of the ſame kind, 
and to the ſame. purpoſe; Whether our. hopes 
of. being betten Edsfied, may. juftr fie our Sepa- 
ration; that is, ſay you, if you have Stated 
the matter right (which indeed is one of the 
moſt neceflary Parentheſfis ini all your Book ) 
whether our falſe Hopes may: juſtifie a Sinful 
Prattice. And this will as eafily be refolv'd 
on your fide as you can defire or: imagine, 
when once you ſhall have prov'd our _— to- 
be Falſe, and our Pra&ice Sinful ; but till then, 
you do but beg the Queſtion. 


And now, Sir, we are come with you —_— ut. 


Laſt Sefion, wherein you lament the deplora- 
ble conſequences of Schri/zr, in all which: we 
have reaſon to think yo#z much more properly 
concern'd: as guilty than our Scelves, who have 
been the Cauſes of all the Separation you com-- 
lain of, and: of the ill conſequences of it. 


' You tell us how it hath hardened the [nfidels 


in their Unbelief., and binder d their Conver ſi- 
on, brought a Reproach on the Reformation 
of the Church, and hindered the Progrefs of it, 
gives occaſion to the ſpreading of many deteſt- 
able Errors in matters of Religion, and 
greatly incouraged Immorality. All which, if 
you had as much Charity for your ſelves, as 

you 
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you pretend to have for us, you . would apply, 
as you ought to do, to your ſelves, unleſs you 
have a mind to be famous among thoſe agar <= 
that have more care of. other Men's Soul's 
than of their own. Bur being ſenſible how far. 
we have run with you, though with as much 
haſte as we could beyond the ordinary Bounds of 
a Letter, we ſhall have done: with your Di/- 
courſe, wherein we have found. you better at 
Declaiming than at Arguing, though this we 
would impute rather to the __— of your 

our Parts or 
Learning, when we ſhall have ſthewn 2 little 
of the i of your Spirit of Charity, as it 
hath here appeared in your own Glaſs,and [now in 
a truer Light. 


Caft back your Eye now, and ſee with what 
Induftry you have gathered up all that hath 


"- come to hand from the Fathers, and from any 


others, that hath been written in Aggravation 
of the Sin of Schi/m, that you might caſt it 
as Stones with all your might at our Heads. 
Have you not repreſented us here, who are 
both yourChriſtian and your Proteſtant Brethren, 
as the very worſt of Sinners ? That our Sin 
in Diſſenting from your Ceremonies, is worſe 
than Murder or Idolatry, and equal to the 
Crucifying of the Son of God; that we have 
hereby cut our ſelves off from the Catholick, 
Church, and from Chriſt the Head of it * Have 
made qur ſelves ſome of the moſt Execrable 
and Hopeleſs Villains on' the face of the Earth ? 
That our ſcrupling your Way of Worlhip,. is 
much worſe and more dangerous than _—_ 

| right 


£ g jp by "AIRS" pe mn l ” « ET as. hh: 68h " OT 
J wa Seb nt nt Pe ataling : FEI ES Ce os ans AE eto 5 PTS} 
- 2 4 a ﬀ 4 x 


right Popery ,./ and | therefore - ought. to- : be 
more ſeverely dealt. with , and have -tp 
«benefit of ProteCtion from the - Laws of , the 
Land we Live and were Bornin ? The Papiſts 
it ſeems are no-:Schi/maticks, as we are; and ... 
. therefore more tolerable, and deſerve more f4- 


vour. - Have: you not- ſet us forth- as worſe .: . 


than Thieves or Traitors, that ought to be 
Puniſhed with -Death ? That not to Kneel at 
the LOR D's Supper is 2 greater Sin than 
Drunkenneſfs, or Whoredom, , or - the fouleft 
'Immorality; not to wear a Surplice, more 
Vile than Idolatry or Witchcraft ; to ſcrupte 
the Croſs in Baptiſm, as bad as the Crucifying 
our Lord himſelf; that our Blood, though in 
Martyrdom, will not expiate our Guilt ; 
though you ſhould tear, us in Pieces, or burn 
us in the Fire, and make our Houſes Dunghils, 
and rid the Earth of us, yet this will nor ſa- 
tisfie, unleſs you can Damn our Souls too , 
though all theſe be not your very Words, yer 
are they not the direCt and natural conſequents 
of 'em? Beſides, have you not laid your Pro- 
tzſtant Brethren in France and Germany, KC. 
who are the Suffering Martyrs and Confeſſors of 
the preſent Age, under the ſame Condemna- 
tion with us? O Sir, will you laugh at their 
Calamities, and juſtifie the Barbarities of their 
Enemies, and mock at their Tears and Groans, 
and yet call your ſelf Proteſtant £ Will you 
clap your hands at them, and fay, Ah! fo 
* evould we have it, down with *em, down with 
'em to the Ground, that the Names of Calvin 
and Geneva may no more be had in remem- 
brance ? Is this your . Spi777 of —_— -=_ 

eek- 
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MeeAneſs+ you told us of in the ftont of your 
Diſtoutſe ? Frout! nwla fides. If theſt be your 
Tender Metcies, what muft your Severities be 2 
We will now only mind = of what one 6f 
= own Doftors once faid to a Papiſ?, and 
ve you to make the Application : * When we 
_ ccnlites, ſays he, how many among you diſ- 
<« pute for the poſlibiliry of theSalvation of Hea- 
<« thens, and yet deny it to thoſe who own all the 
<«< Fundamentals of Chriſtianity; what can we 
< otherwiſe Imagine, but that it is the Intereſt 
« of your Church you more aim at, than the 
<« Salvation of Men's Souls ? 


But befqre we diſmiſs you, we muſt crave 


your leave to do our felves more right than 


you have done us, in producing thoſe Six Ar- 


ts in our Names, and which you would - 
have the World to believe is all that we 


have to fay for our ſelves; which Arguments 
we have already reply'd to, and ſhewn how 
far we own or diſown them. 


Sir, If you wete as ignorant of the Con- 
troverſie that hath now almoſt this Forty Years 
been depending between us, and hath paſt 
through ſo many Hands on both fides, as your 
Diſcourſe repreſents you to be, you were very un- 
fit to meddle in it: But if you have ſuppreſt 
your own knowledge in it, you have not 
rightly conſulted the Honour of your Charity, 
Sincerity or Wiſdom. What we have further 
here to add in Defence of what you call our 
Schiſm, you ſhall have in very few a 
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that we may notfill up Paper with what hath been 
by others already Written. Something i we 
muſt ſay for our Selves, and ſomething for ar 
Miniflers. | 


I. For our ſelves we ſay thus. 


What we caunot do without Sinning againſt 
patty and againſt our own Souls, we 
ought not to do: © ; 

But we cannot bold that Communion with 
the Church of England which 3s regui- 
red of 1s, without Sinning againft 
Criſt » end againſt our own A 

Ig. 


The Minor only is to be prov'd. And, 


Firſt, That we cannot hold that Communiee 
with the Church of England which #s requi- 
red of ws, without Sinning agginft Chrift, Thas 
is, that Stated Communion, to the diſawn- 
ing or forſaking of the Non-conforming Mi- 
nifters and their Afemblies; without Sianing 
againſt Chriſt, which we prove thus. 


To forſake the Miniſters of Chriſt with 
out nr g's to & xa againſt Chriſt. 


But to forſake the Non-conforming Mi- 
miſters whom we hear, 3s to forſaks 
oe Miniſters of Chriſt without Cauſe. 

Ig. | 


The 
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'The "Minor only is what you can except 
againſt ; bur if it hath been already ſubſtan- 
tially prov'd that our Miniſters, whom you 
condemn as zo Miniſters, for want of Epi/- 
copal Ordinations, or for not Conforming to 
the Laws and Rites of your Communion, 
be in truth the Miniſters of Chrift, as we 
are abundantly fatish'd ir hath been, then is 
our Minor good : And to forſake them, eſpeci- 
ally in their Sufferings, and when 'yo# have, 
without cauſe, caſt them out of your Commu- 
nion, and out of their Places in their Mafter's 
Vineyard, we are in our Conſciences convinc'd 
is to forſake Chriſt; for ſo he himſelf hath 
told us, Math. 10. go. He that recerveth you, 
recerveth me; and he that receiveth me, re- 
cerveth him that ſent me. And Luke 10. 16. He 
that beareth you, heareth me ; and he that deſpiſ- 
-eth ow-deſpriſett me ;, and be that diſpiſeth me, 
eſpi eth him that ſent me. Nor can we- but 
tremble to think of that dreadful Doom fore- 
told us by that very Mouth that ſhall at laſt 
pronounce it, Marth. 25.41, &c. Depart from me 
ye Curſed into Everlaſting Fire, prepared for 
the Devil and his Angels; for Iwas an Hun- 
gred, and ye gave me not Meat; I was 
Thirſty, and ye gave me no Drink; I was a 
Stranger, and ye took me not in; Naked, and 
ye Clothed me not, Sick, and in Priſon, and 
ye viſited me not £ For inaſmuch as ye did it not 
To one of -the leaft of theſe, ye did it not to me. 
Sir, if you can make light of theſe- things, 
we 
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we can't. 'Tis in vain for you to tell us,They are 
none of Chriſt's Miniters, when we are afſfur'd 
they are. In vain to go about to perſiwade us. 
that yoz are the Men, when we ſee how you 
diſown and hate your Brethren. In vain for 
you, at this time of the Day, to call Light 
Darkneſs, or Darkneſs Lighr, when our own 
Eyes are open to ſee the difference. In vain 
to tell us, They are no Miniſters of the Chzrch 
of England, becauſe you have ſo unjuſtly caſt 
them out, and keep them out. In vain tortell 
us, They are Intruders, when we ſee who 
they are that have extruded rhem, and why. 
In vain to infiſt with us on your Pari/h- 
Bounds, when we know by whom, and for 
what Reaſons theſe Bounds were firſt ſet; 
when we ſee and hear with what Stuit moſt 
of our Pariſh Pulpits are filPd ; when we ſee 
in what a Condition our Pariſhes generally lye, 
as to Ignorance and Immorality, and what cry- 
ing Need there is of more and better Miniſte- 
rial Help; and when we know that the Mini- 
ſters of Chriſt are Miniſters, where-ever they 
be, and are bound ro preach the Goſpel to 
any that will hear them. Yea, when we re- 
member that they had once the Pulpits and 
Pariſhes which you now poſſes, till you came 
upon them with the Advantage of a Secular 
Power, and turn'd them Headlong by Hun- 
dreds, Ex Officio E& Beneficio, and exchang'd, 
their Pulpits for Priſons, and their Maintenance 
for Mulcts, and Fines, and Confiſcations. And 
in vain do you tell us of your Charzry and 
meek Spirit, when we taſte and ſee what the 
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bitter Fruits of it are. Sir, We dare not. thus 
to fin againſt Chriſt to pleaſe you, nor ha- 
zard his Favour to keep up the Credit of 
thoſe pitiful little things you are ſo fond of. 


2. Wecannot do what you require of us, 
without finning againſt our own Souls; and 
that both in reſpect of the Daxger we are in, 
by turning our Backs on the -Miniſters of 
Chriſt, and neglecting to hear them whom 
he hath ſent us, which is not only a Contempt 
of his Bounty, but an Afﬀront to his Authori- 
ty, eſpecially when we read Marth. 10. 14, 
15. Whoſoever ſhall not recerve you, nor hear 
your Words, when ye depart out of that Houſe, 
or City, ſhake off the Duſt of your Feet. Vert- 
ly I fay unto you, it ſhall be more tolerable for 
the Land of Sodom and Gomorrha 77 the Day 
of Fudgment, than for that City. By what 
Names ſoever you may now call them, and 
by whatſoever Gloſles of yours, you may 
tempt us to believe that this Scripture doth 
not concern us in this Caſe, we know that 
you {hall not be our Judges, nor our Compur- 
gators in that Day; nor can we think our 
i:lves ſafe, ſhould we refuſe to receive and 
hear thoſe Miniſters of Chriſt whom he hath 
ſent, but you have caſt out. But, beſides we 
dare not ſo deſpiſe our own Souls, nor the 
Souls of our Families, which are committed 
to our Charge, as to negleCt ' that which we 
find to be the beſt, and moſt ſucceſsful Means 
to. promote their Growth in Grace and Good 
Works here, in order to their Eternal mappt 
| neſs 
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neſs hereafter; nor ought we to be wheedÞ'd 
or ridicuId by you from this our Way. And 
tho' we muſt ſuffer all rhe Reproaches and 
hard Cenſures, that you can load us 'with 
for ſo doing, we will take it patiently and 
thankfully at God's Hands, tho? unkindly at 
yours. - Had we. no more but this to ſay for .. 
our ſelves, it were enough to juſtifie our | 
Non- Communion with you, and our owning 
and 'adhering to the Minifters of Chriſt, 
whom we hear; but you cannot but know that 
there are many other things, with clear Evi- 
dence of Reaſon and Truth, urg'd by ſeveral 
others, who have travel'd in this Province, 
and to whom ( that we may not here be roo 
tedious to you) we do referr you; afluring 
you that we are not carry'd by a Senſe of 
Liberty, but by a Senſe of Duty, as many of us 
as have any. latte Principles to aCt by, 
either in our, or in your Communions ; not 
becauſe allowed by Men, but becauſe com- 
manded of God, to do what you 10 uncharita- 
bly condemn us for. 


II. For our Miniſters, we ſay, 


1. That it was never deſird nor defign'd 
by thoſe that influenc'd the Revolution of 
Church Aﬀairs, on the Reſtauration of King 
Charles the Second, that any of thoſe of rhe 
Presbyterian Way, ſhould be comprehended in 
that A# that was then made for Uniformzty. 
And tho' they pretended to treat with them a- 
bout it, the De/ien was but to- know what 
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they would: ſtick at, that ſo they might be 
ſure to ſhut them out, as appears not only by 
the Meaſures they took, but by what is cre- 
dibly. reported of Archbilhop She/dozr, that 


Defence of he ſhould ſay, Now me know their Minds, 


Mr. M. H. 
of Schiſm, 
Append. 
P. 143. 


we'll make them all Knaves if they conform. 
And of another Reverend Dean, that reply'd 
to a ſober Gemleman, complaining that they 
had made the Door of Admiſltion too ftrait. 
If we had thought ſo many of 'em would have 
conform'd, we would have made tit ſiraiter. So . 
then, they muſt Sacrilegioully have i enounc'd 
their Niniftry, to have pur their Necks un- 
der the Yoke of your Tyranny; for into the 
Miniſtry you were reſoly d not to admit them, 
3f by any Means you could keep them out,as you 
did the far greater part of them, tothe num- 
ber of about Tio Thouſand. 

2. It is moſt certain that they neither could 
then, nor can now obtain their Miniſterial 
Communion with you, without finning direGly 
againſt their own Conſciences. For, 


1. How can they, without the moſt horrid 
Perjury, declare upon Oath their full Aſent 
and Conſent to ſuch things as they are per- 
ſwaded 'in their Judgments to be unſound in 
Do&trine, and ſuperſtitious in Worſhip; can 
this be done withour lying to the Holy Ghoſt ? 
And yet having thus ſhut them out of your 
Communion, and hitherto kept the Door ſo 
ſtrongly barr'd againſt them, will your Char7ty 
accuie them for their Separation from you ? 
How 


| C13) 
How unfincere is this? You ſhould haye ſpo- 
ken out the very Truth; that when you 
threw them out of your Communion, we 
pent you had notthrown them outof the World, 
could you have found any Pretence for it 2 That 
when you ſtopt- their Mouths, : you had not 
ſtopt their Breath too. Pray Sir, upbraid them 
no more with their Noxconformity, nor charge 
them with Sch:/m:on that Account, til you can a 
ſure them which way they can conform to 
you in, their Miniſterial Capacity, without 
Perjury; or in a Lay-capacity, withoat Sacre« 
edge. | | 
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2. How can they ſubmit to your Reord:asa- 
tion, without condemning and renouncing their 
firſt Ordination as null ; . and conſequently not 
only condemn Themfetves, and all their for- 
mer Miniſterr#! As, but all thoſe Proteftaxe 
Churches in the World, that have no other 
than Presbyterzal Ordinations, which, while 
they are, as they have Reaſon to be, otherwiſe 
minded, they can't poſfibly do, without fin- 
ning point blank againft their own Conſciences, 
againſt the Truth, and againſt the greater part 
of the Church of Chrift in the World. So 
that they muſt either do this, which is ue- 
mendous to think, or muſt abandon. their 
Office, which they can't do without 'a Secrve- 
grows Deſertion, and {inning againſt Chrift, 
who hath put them in Commithon, and to 
whom they have ſworn Fidelity; and againſt 
ſo many Thouſand Souls too that are pe- 
riſhing for want of more and. better Mini- 
ſerial Help, almoſt every where A” 
- ; E 
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the *Kingdow. This” wiyrreor i wayre', ' this 
little we 'think is enough to juſtific their Pra- 
Qtice, 'in-preaching' the Goſpel of Chrift to us, 
and" to as'/matiy'as will hear them: And for 
you to: brand -Them or Us as Schiſmaticks | 
ſo-doing, ''is openly to fight againſt God. -.- - -/ 


Sir, We.wonder what = could propoſe-to 
your {elf as the Merit of fuch'an Undertaking 
what '-is:the'' ewe you pleaſe your ſelf with ; 
the rare Diſcovery you have made after 'the 
moſt /inquifirive ' Reſearches, that have been 
made for theſe 38 Years, by the moſt learned 
and ſharpeſt Wits on both fides? What have 
you to- add to. what hath been by the greateſt 
Names in your Church already. urg'd, and 
which. hath been over and over anſwer'd 2. If 
your 'Defign had not been to impoſe a W heedle 
on ſuch as: never read nauch, Hor are capable 
af: making a'Judgment in controverſial Caſes ; 
and under a Pretence of Charity and Zeal for 
their Souls, to aftright them with the black 
Name of Sch:/xz, and fo to lick them into your 
Communion, you would have taken other Mea- 
ſures. :If you would have pleaded the Caſe 
like a Man - of Senſe and Integrity, you would 
have- taken' up the Arguments on our fide in 
their Strength, as they have been offered, on 
every part.of the Controverſie, by Mr. Baxter, 
Mr.C!2r&/on;Mr. Owen,theDefender of Mr.M.H. 
Mr. Corber, Mr. Rule, and many others, more 
than it'is needful for us here to mention, and 
too: tedious to make Collections from, while 
the Authors themſelves may ſo eaſily yr _ 
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ſulted. To conclude, In what you have herein 
done, it appears to Us, that you have ſhewn 
your Charity and your Diſcretion much alike 
who are, 


Reverend Sir, 


'$* Tour Brethren in the Catholick Unity 

of the Chriftian Faith; tho' thoſe 
Diſſenters , who ( ſome of ws) 
conform'd before the Toleration, 
and have fince withdrawn our 
ſelves from the Communion of the 
Church of ENG LAND. 


April 12th. 
1700, 


UM 


